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ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 


INCORPORATED a.p. 1720. 





GOVERNOR: Str NEVILE LUBBOCK, K.C.M.G. 





FIRE, LIFE, SEA, ACCIDENTS, MOTOR CAR, GLASS, 
BURGLARY, ANNUITIES, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
(Including ACCIDENTS to DOMESTIC SERVANTS). 

The Corporation will act as :— 

EXECUTOR OF WILLS. 
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Special Terms granted to ANNUITANTS when health is impaired. 





Apply for Full Prospectus to the Secretary, 
Head Office: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 


THE NORTHERN 
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FIRE. LIFE. BURGLARY. ACCIDENT. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 
Accumulated Funds (1908) sits nie ««. £7,198,000 


LONDON OFFICE :—1, Moorgate Street. 


FIRE 


ENTAILS LOSS OF PROFITS. 
INSURE AGAINST IT BY THE 
“LAW GUARANTEE PROFITS POLICY.” 


For Prospectus and Rates, apply: 


LAW GUARANTEE 


TRUST & ACCIDENT SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
HEAD OFFICE: 49, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
Ciry Orrick: 7o, CORNHILL, E.C. 
CAPITAL FULLY SUBSCRIBED .« -  £2,250,000. 


LEGAL*4» GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 











ESTABLISHED 1836. 





Pe we. a: ce £6,317,000 
INCOME iid She £843,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS .. £3,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE . £23,680,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance 


is peculiar to this Society and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


WHOLE LIFE.—WITHOUT PROFITs, 
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£2 10°, 
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Rate of Bonus at last three Valuations, 118s. % compound. 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 














Duration | 10 yrs. 20 yrs. 30 yrs. 40 yrs, 
| Amount of Policy £1,199 $1,438 £1,724 £2,067 


Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 
The Cause Lists. 

THE Cause lists of the King’s Bench Division shew an 
aggregate of 795 actions entered for trial as against 819 at the 
commencement of the Trinity Sittings, and 985 a year ago. 
The lists for the Chancery Division and the Court of Appeal had 


not reached us in time for the present issue. 
a 


The Land Tax Clauses. 


THE ADDITIONS to the Land Tax Clauses have for the present 
been completed. Among the latest is a new clause (Clause 9), 
which exempts certain lands held by corporate or unincorporate 
bodies for the purposes of recreation from the payment of incre- 
ment value duty on periodic occasions. To obtain the exemption 
it will be necessary to satisfy the commissioners that the land is so 
used under an agreement with the owner which, as originally made, 
could not be determined for at least five years, or that there are 
other circumstances which render it probable that the land will 
continue to be so used. Apparently, the decision of the 
commissioners is to be final. he intention of the clause is 
doubtless good, but the practical working of it may occasion 
difficulty, and in such cases itis much better to give the chance of 
a clear legal decision. A new clause (Clause 14), dealing with 
deductions from site value, will make it essential that all ible 
deductions shall be claimed on the original valuation ; otherwise 
they will not be allowed on subsequent valuations. A general 
exemption from all the three land duties has been introduced in 
favour of statutory companies as regards land held by them for 
the purpose of their undertakings, and not capable of appropri- 
ation by them except to those p s; but the exemption is 
not to ag ong SE yee value duty sg the land is sold or 
ceases to eld for such purposes. The expression “ statutory 
company ” is defined to inalude railway and other public under- 
takings established under special Act or Provisional Order (Clause 
38). In Part III. the clause enabling the commissioners to mh 
land in payment of death duties has been added to the Bi 
with a provision that no stamp duty shall be payable on the 
conveyance (Clause 56). The question of the passing of the Bill is 
still a question of politics, but there can be no doubt as to the 
practical difficulties to which it will give rise. The above 
references are to the clauses in the Bill as re-issued after amend- 
ment in Committee. 


The Practical Working of the Land Tax Clauses. 


THE PAPER on the Legal Aspect and Effect of Part I. of the 
Finance Bill, which was read by Mr. J. H. Cooxs, of Winsford, 
at the Newcastle meeting of the Law Society, contains a 
and well-reasoned survey of the practical operation of the Land 
Tax Clauses. Now that the Committee stage of the Bill in the 
House of Commons has been concluded, the Bill as amended 
in Committee re-issued, it will be easier to follow his explanation, 
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and to see how far it is applicable to the Bill in its present state. 
But though the alterations have been numerous and important, 
the general principles of the clauses remain, save as to minerals 
duty, the same. Mr. Cooke points out that, if the Bill becomes 
law, solicitors will have the larger share in its administration, 
and the study of its provisions is likely to be a leading feature in 
their professional labours for the next few months. Domesday 
Book forms an interesting beginning for Mr. Cooke's account 
of land assessment, and he gives the Domesday entry for the 
township of Over, Cheshire, in which he is personally 
interested. It was then put down as worth 5s.; the rate- 
able value is now £54,000. In the interval which has seen 
this increase there has been no new aysessment to correspond 
to Domesday Book, and Mr. Cooke refers to it as the 
latest precedent for a general record and valuation of any sort. 
Such a general valuation will have to be made under the provi: 
sions of the present measure, and he explains in detail how it is 
to be done. The real difficulty, he says, in working- out the 
scheme of the Bill in actual practice is that in every case of a 
sale there will have to be two valuations by the commissioners, 
one to find out and state the original site value onthe 30th of April, 
1909, and the other to find out and state the site value at the 
time of each sale. Subsequently, when the complete valuation 
for the whole country has been made, it will only be necessary 
to find out the site value at the time of the sale. The example 
which he gives of the ascertainment of an original site value, 
with the various deductions to be allowed, may, with advantage, 
be referred to. This is a matter to which every landowner will 
have to attend on receiving from the commissioners notice to 
supply them with particulars as a basis of valuation. Mr. CooKg 
very properly emphasizes the trouble in dealing with land which 
will be caused by the provision for collecting increment value 
duty by a stamp on conveyances, a provision which he describes 
as a most serious blot on the practical working of the 
Bill. The delay in assessment of estate duty has given 
solicitors a foretaste of the delay which this provision will cause in 
the completion of purchases. In conclusion, Mr. CooKE sum- 
marizes the effects of his own study of the Bill by saying that 


. most of its provisions are absolutely unworkable in practice, and 


he appends a series of suggestions as to the amendments which 
are advisable ; one of these is to abandon the stamping of convey- 
ances for the purpose of the new daties, or at any rate to suspend 
any question of such stamping for at least twelve years until the 
commissioners’ valuations are complete ; another is to require the 
commissioners in the provisional valuation to give details shewing 
how it is arrived at. It may be hoped that before the measure 
leaves the House of Commons further attention to its practical 
working will be given. 


The Public Trustee Among the Bishops. 


WE PRINT elsewhere a letter which has been received by the 
Bishop of WAKEFIELD from the Public Trustee and is published 
in the Wakefield Diocesan Gazette. We presume that other Bishops 
have been favoured with similar letters, but have not thought fit 
to communicate them to their dioceses. The letter can only be 
described as altogether unexampled. It commenceswith a reference 
to “the widespread public inierest shewn in the office of the 
Public Trustee and the acceptance it has met with among all 
elasses,” and then premises that it might on occasion prove useful 
to his lordship if Mr. Stewart afforded him shortly some infor- 
mation ‘as to the character and value of the services performed 
by this Department.” This he accordingly proceeds to do in the 
usual high-flown style of his advertisements. The Bishop is duly 
informed that the advantages of the Public Trustee are “his per- 
manency, the guarantee of the State behind him, his expert know- 
ledge and his economy,” together with his freedom “ from 
officialism and red tape.” All this is the well-worn advertising 
parlance of the Public Trustee, but there is now introduced a 
novel inducement to walk into his office. After mentioning that 
“some £4,000,000 is invested” (in whose names the circular does 
not say), and that “‘no less than some £20,000,000 under wills, 
to mature in due course, is known of as entrusted to the care and 
judgment of the Public Trustee,” Mr. STEWART says that “by the 
advantageous position occupied by the Public Trustee he has been 


a 


able to bring considerable improvement in a great many trusts, 
both as to stability of capital, and as to the income, as much as 4 


per cent. being readily secured in most cases.” Now, this is a 
deliberate statement by a public official, intended to allure the 
clergy and laity of the diocese, that by putting their trust 
investments into his hands they will obtain 4 per cent. interest on 
them. How the Public Trustee can fulfil this representation, at 
ail events, in the majority of cases where trustee investments 
or reasonably safe investments are prescribed by the will or 
settlement, is a mystery. No one else has discovered the secret. 
And if he cannot, what will be said by the beneficiaries whom he 
has drawn into his net by the specious prospect of a larger 
income? What will be said of a Government Department which, 
to obtain custom, holds out a bait of this kind? The letter 
concludes with the usual suggestion as to dishonest or incom- 
petent private trustees. ‘There may possibly,” he informs the 
Bishop, “ not infrequently, in the course of the duties of your high 
office, have come under your notice cases where there have been 
either dishonest or incompetent trustees, deplorable and unfor- 
tunate cases, where honest administration and sound investment 
[i.e., investments paying 4 per cent.] are of vital importance.” 
It will be observed that this quaint circularist assumes that 
among the duties of the “high office” of a bishop is that of 
supervising the trustees for his clergy and laity, and acting asa 
species of commercial traveller to solicit orders for the Public 
Trustee Department. 


Companies in 1908. 


THE CompANiks Report for 1908, which has just been issued 
by the Board of Trade, shews that the number of companies 
registered in that year for England and Wales was 4,639, about 
200 less than the number in 1907, but higher than in any other 
year since 1899. But while the number of registrations has been 
maintained, there isa great falling off in their importance as 
indicated by the nominal capital. In 1899, with about the same 
number of companies registered, the total amount of nominal capital 
was 230 millions, or an average of £50,700. In 1908 the total 
capital was 97 millions, or‘an average of £20,891. Apparently this 
means a dearth of large enterprizes, and the continued conversion 
into companies of private businesses of moderate importance ; and 
this is borne out by further statistics, from which it appears that 
there has been an increase of companies registered with a less 
capital than £10,000, but a heavy decrease among those regis- 
tered with a larger nominal capital. The new provision requiring, 
in the case of public companies, the filing of a statement in lieu 
of a prospectus where no prospectus was issued (Companies Act, 
1907, s. 1, now Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, s. 82) came 
into force on the Ist of July, 1908, and though the period 
was too short to justify any very clear inference, it seems to have 
resulted in a marked increase in the use of the prospectus among 
companies applying for special settlement. ‘The report also gives 
st tistics of registrations under the Limited Partnerships Act, 
1907. The number of registrations in England for 1908 and 
down to the 3lst of March, 1909, was 176, with a total capital 
of about £322,000. Details are given of some of the liquida- 
tions which took place in 1908. The total number of com- 
panies ordered to Le wound up compulsorily was 126, of which 
77 were ordered to be wound up in the High Court, and 49 in 
the Palatine Court and various county courts. A considerable 
number of these companies bad been registered for only a short 
time, and the average life of the companies ordered to be wound 
up was no more than five years. The provision of the Act of 
1907 for the registration of private companies has been largely 
taken advantage of. The number of old companies which 
altered their articles so as to convert themselves into private 
companies was, in England, 14,518; and of the new companies, 
2,801 were formed on this basis. As regards 875 companies 
the registrar reported to the solicitor to the Board of Trade 
that there was default in rendering the requisite returns. Pro- 
ceedings were instituted in 32 cases to enforce compliance with 
the statutory provisions, and there were 28 convictions. Doubt- 
less in many of these cases the companies concerned were in a 
state of suspended animation though for various reasons they 
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there was a statutory exemption from making the returns upon 
a declaration being made of circumstances shewing that they are 
not required for any practical purpose. 


Acknowledgment of Specialty Debts. 


THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in Reed v. Price, re- 
ported in the October Law Reports (1909, 2 K. B. 724), is an 
interesting sequel to the recent decision of the same tribunal in 
Re Lacey (1907, 1 Ch. 330), but it accentuates the anomalies which 
have gathered round the law as to the effect of acknowledgment 
of specialty debts. The immediate point was whether an 
acknowledgmeut of a spec‘alty debt, not secured on land, made 
by one of several obligors was effectual to keep the debt alive 
against the others. This depends on the construction of section 5 
of the Civil Procedure Act, 1833, which has been the subject of 
much litigation. It has been held on that section, and on 
section 8 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, which for 
some purposes replaces it, that payment of interest by one 
obligor will keep the debt alive against the others, and the rule 
was the same as te payment cn account of a simple contract debt. 
Hence the Legislature intervened and abolished this effect of 
part payment by section 14 of.the Mercantile Law Amendment 
Act, 1856, but owing to an oversight in the Act of 1874, this 
does not apply to a payment made under section & of that Act. 
An acknowledgment, it is generally considered, should 
have less effect than a part payment, and in the case of 
simple contract debts the effect of acknowledgment by one co- 
debtor as against another had been abolished by section 1 of the 
Statute of Frauds Amendment Act, 1828. Had there been in 
1856 any idea that acknowledgment by one co obtigor wou!d be 
effectual as against another, it is hardly concvivab‘e that section 
14 of the Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 1856, would not have 
covered the case of acknowledgment as well as of part p:yment. 
The fact that it did not comes very near to a recognition by the 
Legislature that acknowledgment had no such effect. There 
could be no reason for contining the effect of payment to the 
single co-obligor or co-debtor making it, and the effect of acknow- 
kdgment to the single co-debtor making it, while leaving an 
acknowledgment by a single co-obligor to operate as against 
other co-obligors. Yet the Court of Apreal have held that th's 
was the result, and they have thus introduced a new anomaly 
into a branch of the law which is already too full cf them. It 
might not have been impossible to restrict the eff.ct of acknow- 
ledgment to the person making it, in accordance with Bolding v. 
Lane (1 D, J. & 8, 122), Lewin v. Wilson (11 App. Cas., p 645), 
and Astbury v. Asthwry (1898, 2 Ch. 111). But none of these 
cases seem to have been cited. Incidentally it may be noted 
that a suggestion by the Master of the Roils that the period of 
limitation for specialty debts under the Civil Procedure Act, 
1833, has been reduced to twelve years has been allowed to 
escape revision. This is so, of course, only when the debt is 
secured on land so as to come within section 8 of the Act of 
1874. 


Marriages in Japan between British Subjects. 


ABOUT eighteen months ago (52 So.icrtors’ JOURNAL, 386) 
we referred to the case of Murshall v. Marshall otherwise Corfield, 
where. a marriage celebrated in Japan between two British 
subjects was held invalid. The marriage was cclebrated accord- 
ing to the rites of the Church of England, but not in accordance 
with the provisions of the Foreign Marriage Act, 1892—that is, 
it was a “common law” marriage. The ground of invalidity 
was that by the treaty of the 16th of July, 1894, the exterritorial 
privileges of British subjects in Japan had been surrendered, 
and the foreign jurisdiction of the English Sovereign had come 
to anend. It was held by BARGRAVE DEANE, J., that “ these 
marriages were only valid if they were followed by registration,” 
Some forty marriages were said to be in the same predicament, 
and special legislation was contemplated with a view to validat- 
ing them. This case is reported only in the Zimes newspaper 
columns (10 March, 1908), and is not even reproduced in the 
Times Law Reports. No legislation appears to have taken place 
as then contemplated. These circumstances lend support 
to a suggestion made by Sir Francis Piaeort, in his 


recently published Part II. of “Foreign Judgments and 
Jurisdiction,” in reference to this very cave of Marshall 
v. Marshall, that a marriage in Japan in accordance 
with the English common law is valid, notwithstanding the 
aban’onment of foreign jurisdiction and exterritoriality. He 
points out, at p. 293 of his book, that the provisions of the 
Japanese marriage law, as reported in the Times, were not pro- 
perly placed before the court. It appears that the “ registration” 
referrea to in the report consists of this: “. . . the name of the 
person entering the other’s family is inscribed in the register of that 
family, and is expunged from the register of the family to which he 
or she previously belonged.” The formalities of family registra- 
tion plainly could not be complied with by ordinary British 
subjects, and if this is so, the marriage between British subjects 
on the soil of Japan would be valid if celebrated according to 
the English common law, on the ground that compliance with the 
local Jaw is impossible. This rule, and its authorities, are stated 
at p. 614 of Dicey’s Conflict of Laws (2nd ed.). 


The Depository of the Courts. 

THE ACCOUNT for 1908-9 of the Paymaster-General, on behalf 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, which has just been issued, 
contains some curious items under the head of “a statement of the 
Boxes and other Miscellaneous Effects appearing by the books of 
the Pay Office of the Supreme Court to be remaining in the Bank 
of England at the end of February, 1909, to the account of the 
Paymaster-General.” Articles of plate and jewellery are 
frequently mentioned in connection with various actions—in one 
case there are eight boxes of plate in one action, and in another 
is “a diamond brooch bequeathed to the wife of” one G. A. L. 
In another case there are ten boxes of “ heirlooms” ; in another four 
boxes of “presentation plate and other articles” ; in another “a 
bag of clipped money,” deposited in the suit of Jones v. Lloyd in 
1726 ; and in another “ two assignments of five Tallies,” and finally 
a sealed envelope containing “ certificates of ene million one 
shilling shares in a limited company.” One looks in vain through 
the lists for sealed envelopes containing love letters addressed to 
Wards of Courts by unauthorized lovers, and given up by them. 
We bave been credibly informed that the practice with regard to 
these is for the Registrar to hold a solemn auto da fe, at which the 
incriminating documents are committed to the flames. Having 
regard to the developments which may arise from a recent 
decision, the lover may congratulate himself that he does not 
follow his letters into the fire. 


The Decoration of M. Henri Robert. 

THE FRENCH Government have recently conferred the decora- 
tion of the Legion of Honour upon M. Henri Rosert, the 
eminent advocate, solely on account of his distinction in the pro- 
fession and the propriety which he has always observed in the 
conduct of the causes entrusted to him. This act of the Govern- 
ment has been received with general approval, especially as it 
appears to be wholly without precedent ; the honours conferred 
upon members of the bar having hitherto been the reward of 
political services, There is little, if any, difference in this re- 
spect between the usage prevailing in France and that which pre- 
vails in this country. It is true that the rank of King’s Counsel 
is conferred upon the senior members of the profession, but it can 
scarcely at the present day be regarded as the test of the standard 
of conspicuous merit, and it must be remembered that it is not 
granted by the Government mero motu, but upon the application 
of a barrister who proposes to reserve himself in future for a par- 
ticular department of the business at the bar. The elevation of 
English barristers to the bench may indeed be said to be a recus: 
nition of professional merit, but it is often—and almost invariably 
in Ireland—the reward of political services. And in any case 
there have occasionally been members of the bar who were un- 
questionably worthy of the highest mark of distinction, but who 
were unable, owing to impaired health, to enter upon the labours 
of a judicial career. Some attempt might possibly be made to 
deal with such cases in a manner similar to that which has just 
been adopted on the opposite side of the Channel. 


Public or Private Executions. 





THE RESUMPTION of the punishment of death in France appears 
to be regaided with approval by the community at large, but 
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much disgust has been excited by the disgraceful scenes at the 
recent execution of certain murderers who were regarded with 
abhorrence by the lower classes of the population. It is not 
believed, however, that this feeling will strengthen the move- 
ment for the repeal of the law which awards death to murderers, 
and it is thought that it may be satisfied by an enactment that 
in future executions shall be private and shall take place within 
the walls of prisons. The two leading English novelists of the 
reign of Queen Victoria appear to have been much impres:ed by 
the horrors of a public execution. Mr. THACKERAY, in an article 
in one of his minor writings called ‘‘ Seeing a Man Hanged,” gives 
an impressive description of the execution of CoURVOISIER for 
the murder of Lord WILLIAM RUSSELL, and appears to think 
that the horrors of an execution can only be avoided by sparing 
the life of the criminal. Mr. CHARLES DICKENS, who also wrote 
an account of the behaviour of a London crowd at a public exe- 
cution, does not appear to have shared the opinion of his distin- 
guished contemporary, but believed that so scandalous a scene 
could be avoided by adopting the private execution which had 
then already been introduced in the United States. 








Restrictive Covenants. 


THE judgments delivered in the Court of Appeal in the recent 
case of Reid v. Bickerstaff (1909, 2 Ch. 305) constitute an important 
and useful contribution to the law as to the enforceability of 
restrictive covenants as between purchasers of plots of building 
land from a common vendor, and it has been laid down that a 
purchaser who seeks to enforce a covenant against another pur- 
chaser must base his claim either on the existence of a common 
building scheme, or of a conveyance to himself of the benefit of 
the covenant. To constitute a common building scheme there 
must be the creation of reciprocal rights and obligations extending 
over a defined area ; to constitute a conveyance of the benefit of 
the covenant there must either be a specific assignment of the 
benefit to the purchaser who seeks to enforce the covenant, or 


. the benefit must have been so annexed to the land as to pass with- 


out express mention on the conveyance of the land. In the case 
in question the plaintiffs were unable to maintain their claim on 
any of these grounds, and the Court of Appeal (CozENs-Harpy, 
M.R., and BucKLEY and Kennepy, L.JJ.), reversing Joyce, J., 
decided in favour of the defendant. 

The enforceability of restrictive covenants between purchasers 
inter se on the ground of a common building scheme depends upon 
the inference that each purchaser on the occasion of his purchase 
understood that he was buying the benefit of, and intended to 
assume liability for, the restrictive covenants under which the land 
was to be placed. The doctrine was clearly stated by HALL, V.C., 
in Renals v. Cowlishaw (9 Ch. D., p. 129), which has ever since beena 
leading authority on the subject. ‘“ Anyone,” he said, “ who has 
acquired land, being one of several lots laid out for sale as building 
plots, where the court is satisfied that it was the intention that each 
one of the several purchasers should be bound by, and should, as 
against the others, have the benefit of, the covenants entered 
into by each of the purchasers, is entitled to the benefit of the 
covenant ; and this right, that is, the benefit of the covenant, 
enures to the assign of the first purchaser, in other words, runs 
with the land of such purchaser. This right exists not only where 
the parties execute a mutual deed of covenant, but wherever 
a mutual contract can be sufficiently established.” Of the cases 
in which this doctrine has been recognized and applied it is 
sufficient to mention Nottingham Patent Brick and Tile Co. v. 
Butler (15 Q. B. D. 261, 16 Q. B. D. 778), where the Court of 
Appeal affirmed the decision of Witts, J., and Spicer v. Martin 
(14 App. Cas. 12). In the former of these cases land had 
been put up for sale by auction on conditions applying to each plot. 
Some plots were sold then, and others were sold on the same con- 
ditions at subsequent auctions. It was thus easy to infer that there 
was, in fact, an understanding as between the various purchasers 
that all should have reciprocal rights and liabilities. “If it is 
found,” said Lord Esufr, M.R., “that it was the intention that 
the purchasers should be bound by the covenants inter sc, a court 
of equity will, in favour of any one of the purchasers, insist 





upon the performance of the covenants by any other of them, and 
will do so under such circumstances without introducing the 
vendor into the matter.” Such an intention was held to be estab- 
lished, and it was further held that the covenants were enforce- 
able by the assigns of the original purchasers. Similarly in 
Spicer v. Martin it was held that, where there was a building 
scheme known to each purchaser, and each purchaser bound 
himself to observe it, any purchaser was entitled to prevent the 
vendor or other purchasers from doing acts in violation of the 
scheme. The House of Lords adopted the principle laid down in 
the two earlier cases just referred to, 

The position of a purchaser is still clearer when he takes from 
the common vendor an express assignment of the benefit of a 
covenant entered into with the vendor by another purchaser. 
“ A purchaser may also,” said HALL, V.C., in Renals v. Cowlishaw 
(supra), “be entitled to the benefit of a restrictive covenant 
entered into with his vendor by another or others where his 
vendor has contracted with him tbat he shall be the assign of it, 
that is, have the benefit of the covenant.” But this requires that 
the purchaser should know of the existence of the covenant. 
There is, however, the third case, where the covenant on being 
entered into by the first purchaser is so attached to the land 
retained by the vendor that it will pass with different parts of 
the land on sales to subsequent purchasers by the mere conveyance 
of the land, and this was recognized in Rogers v. Hosegood (1900, 
2 Ch. 388). There a purchaser on purchasing a plot of land in 
1869 entered into restrictive covenants. These were expressed 
to be intended to enure for the benefit of the vendors, their heirs 
and assigns, or others claiming under them, to all or any of their 
adjoining lands. In 1873 another purchaser took a conveyance of 
neighbouring land of the vendors, but the conveyance contained 
no express assignment of the benefit of the covenants, and there 
was no evidence that he was aware of them. It was held, never. 
theless, that the benefit of the covenant had been originally so 
annexed to all the vendors’ land as to pass by mere conveyance 
with any part of it. ‘“ When,” said Cotiins, L.J.. in delivering 
the judgment of the Court of Appeal, “the benefit has been once 
clearly annexed to one piece of land, it passes by assignment of 
that Jand, and may be said to run with it, in contemplation as 
well of equity as of law, without proof of special bargain or 
representation on the assignment. In such a case it runs, not 
because the conscience of either party is affected, but because 
the purchaser has bought something which inhered in or was 
annexed to the land bought.” And subsequently the learned 
judge said: “ When, as here, it has once been annexed to the 
land reserved, then it is not necessary to spell an intention out 
of surrounding facts such as the existence of a building scheme, 
statements at auctions and such like circumstances, and the pre- 
sumption must be that it passes on a sale of that land unless 
there is something to rebut it, and the purchaser’s ignorance 
of the existence of the covenant does not defeat that presump- 
tion.’ 

In the present case of Reid v. Bickerstaff (supra) these various 
grounds on which a purchaser can support a claim to enforce a 
restrictive covenant against another purchaser were examined. 
By a deed dated in 1840 trustees for sale conveyed to A. part 
ct an estate near Liverpool comprising about sixty-four acres, 
and he covenanted with them, their heirs and assigns, to observe 
certain building restrictions on the land purchased. The vendors 
subsequently, and at different times, sold other portions of the 
estate to B. and C., who entered into similar restrictive covenants 
with respect to the land purchased by them. These later con- 
veyances contained no reference to the covenants in the convey- 
ance of 1840, and it did not appear that B. and C. were aware 
of them. Ultimately the whole estate was.disposed of for 
residential purposes. The plaintiffs, who were the successors in 
title of B. and C., sought to enforce against the defendant, the 
successor in title of A., the restrictive covenants in the deed of 
1840. Joycg, J.,-held that there was sufficient evidence to 
shew the existence of a common building scheme affecting the 
estate, and on this ground he held that the plaintiffs were entitled 
to enforce the covenants. But the Court of Appeal differed from 
him. The Master of the Rolls held that a building scheme 
implies definite, though not necessarily identical, obligations 
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operating over a defined area. “A building scheme,” he said, 
“‘is not created by the mere fact that the owner of an estate 
sells it in lots, and takes varying covenants from various 
purchasers. There must be notice to the various purchasers of 
what I may venture to call the local law imposed by the vendors 
upon a definite area.” A little earlier he had said: “A 
purchaser of one parcel cannot be subject to an implied obligation 
to purchasers of an undefined and unknown area. He must 
know both the extent of his burden and the extent of his benefit. 
Not only must the area be defined, but the obligation to be 
imposed within that area must be defined.” There was, it was 
held, no such definiteness of obligations and areas in the present 
instance. And as regards the case where the benefit of the 
covenant passes by the mere conveyance of the land, this does 
not avail the purchaser, unless, as the Master of the Rolls said, 
“the restrictive covenant is expressed to be for the benefit and 
protection of the particular parcel purchased by the subsequent 
purchaser.” In Reid v. Bickerstaff the covenant had been entered 
into with the vendors, their heirs and assigns, but had not been 
attached to any definite land, and consequently it did not pass on 
the subsequent conveyance of parts of their land to the 
predecessors of the plaintiff. The decision introduces additional 
clearness into the principles on which restrictive covenants are 
enforceable, though it shews at the same time the difficulty of 
applying these principles to the facts of particular cases. 








‘“ Tdentification” with Driver of 
Vehicle. 


IN 1849, the case of Thorogood v. Bryan was decided by the 
Court of Common Pleas (8 C. B. 115). That case laid down the 
rule that a passenger in a vehicle is to be considered as so far 
“identified ” with the person in charge of it that negligence on 
the part of the latter is to be considered as the negligence of the 
passenger himself. Forty years later—in 1887—this doctrine 
was formally abrogated and exploded by the Court of Appeal, 
and on appeal by the House of Lords: see The Bernina (No. 2), 
(2 P. D. 58), Mills v. Armstrong (13 A.C. 1). Linpbiey, LJ., 
in the Court of Appeal, referring to the statement of MAuLE, J., 
that “the negligence of the driver was the negligence of the 
deceased,” said, “This theory of identification was quite new ; 
no trace of it is to be found in any earlier decision, nor in any 
legal treatise, English or foreign, so far as I have been able to 
ascertain; nor has it ever been satisfactorily explained.” In 
Thorogood v. Bryan, the passenger in an omnibus was held not 
entitled to recover damages for injuries received in an accident, 
owing to the contributory negligence of the driver. In The 
Bernina, a passenger on the vessel was drowned in consequence 
of a collision, and his personal representatives were held entitled 
to recover damages under Lord Campbell’s Act, notwithstanding 
the negligence of the persons in charge of the vessel. In both 
cases the persons injured or killed were adults. So far as adults 
are concerned, then, the rule of law is clear—there is no such 
“identification ” between the passenger and the person in charge 
of the vehicle or vessel as to make the contributory negligence of 
the latter the negligence of the passenger. Does the same rule 
apply to infants, so that an infant is » eter from recovering 
damages for injuries where the person in charge of the convey- 
ance is also the custodian for the time being of the infant ? 
There appears to be no decided case precisely in point to be 
found in the English reports. In 1859—that is, whilst the law 
as laid down in Thorogood vy. Bryan still held its own—the case of 
Waite v. North-Eastern Railway Co. was decided in the Queen’s 
Bench and the Exchequer Chamber (E. B. & E. 719). There 
was no question of omnibus or ship—in,tbis case the plaintiff 
was an infant of five years old, and was in the charge of its 
grandmother. The woman, after taking tickets for herself and 
the child, crossed the railway line at a level as and both 
were injured by a passing train. The woman was held to have 
shown negligence in crossing the line and looking after the child, 
and this was held to be contributory negligence on the part of 
the plaintiff. The plaintiff, therefore, failed in the action against 
the railway company. Lord CAMPBELL, in delivering the judg- 


fication seems to us to be constituted between the plaintiff and 
the party whose negligence contributed to the damage which is 
the alleged cause of action, in the same manner as if the plaintiff 
had been a baby only a few days old, to be carried in a nurse’s 
arms.” Lord CAMPBELL also referred to an implied contract on 
the grandmother’s —_ with the company that she would take 
proper care of the child. In the Exchequer Chamber the “ identi- 
fication ” theory was also adopted—there was “an identification 
of the plaintiff with the grandmother, whose negligence is, there- 
fore, an answer to the action.” As pointed out by BRAMWELL, B., 
“in form the action is for a wrong ; but it is in fact for a breach of 
duty created by contract.” This, of course, distinguishes the case 
from the omnibus cases, 

When The Bernina came to be decided, the case of Waite v. 
North-Eastern Raihwoay Co. was held to be distinguishable 
from Thorogood v. Bryan, and to rest on other ground than the 
identification theory, which was then discredited. In the House 
of Lords, however, the concluding passage of Lord WaTsoN’s 
judgment was as follows: “ But there is no analogy between the 
position of an infant incapable of taking care of itself and that 
of a passenger sui juris; and the theory that an adult passenger 
places himself under the guardianship of the driver so as to be 
affected by his negligence appears to me to be absolutely with- 
out foundation either in fact or law.” The view here appears to 
be that “an infant incapable of taking care of itself” may still 
be so far “identified ” with the person in whose charge it is as to 
make the negligence of the latter the infant’s own negligence. 
Probably it would be a question of fact in each case whether the 
infant was “ incapable of taking care of itself,” and the case of an 
infant in arms and a sturdy boy of ten might conceivablys be 
treated differently. 

In the absence of authority among English cases, it is of some 
interest to refer to arecent Australian case on this subject, Russell 
v. Jorgenson (9 State Reports (New South Wales) 164). There the 
plaintiff was a boy of ten. The action was brought to recover 
damages for injury received by the plaintiff whilst in a boat 
with his father, in consequence of the defendant's steamer having 
run down the boat. One defence was the contiilutory negligence 
of the plaintiff, and the question was argued whether the father’s 
negligence could be imputed to the plaintiff under the “ identifi- 
cation” theory. It was held by a majority of two judges to one 
that the doctrine of identification did apply under the cireum- 
stances, and that the negligence of the father was to be considered 
as the contributory negligence of the plaintiff. The case was 
held to be adda! by Waite v. North-Eastern Railway Co. The 
dissenting judge, however, said: “If an adult is not bound by 
the contributory negligence of the driver or master of a vehicle 
or vessel in which he is a passenger, @ fortiori an infant is not 
bound by that consideration. . . . If an adult is not bound by the 
contributory negligence of the person in whose charge he is for 
the time being, how wuch less ought an infant to be bound by 
the negligence of a person in whose care and control he is, without 
any volition or choice on his part, and over whose acts he has 
no manner of control.” 








Reviews. 
The Yearly Practice. 


Tue Yearty SurreME Court Practice, 1910: BEING THE 
JupicatuRE Act AND RvuLEs, 1873 to 1909, AND OTHER 
SraTuTes AND OrpERS RELATING TO THE PRACTICE OF THE 
SuprEME CouRT, WITH THE APPELLATE PRaAcTICE OF THE 
Hovusr or Lorps. Wrra Practican Norrs. By M. Muir 
Mackenzig, B.A., an Official Referee ; T. Wreies Curry, a 
Master of the Supreme Court ; and R. E. Ross, LL.B., Barrister- 
at-Law. IN Two Vououm. Butterworth & Co, 


The publishers of the Yearly Practice are to be reg eg te tes 
the prompt appearance of the new edition in time for the beginning 
of the legal year. The past year has not been fertile in changes, but 
some important new rules have been issued, and these, including the 
rules of August, 1909, have been duly pares epee Chief among 
them, perhaps, is R.S.C. ord. 11, r. 8a, which empowers the court 








or a judge to direct service of a summons, order, or notice in a foreign 
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country ; but the practical utility of the rule is limited by its 
restriction to countries to which rule 8 of the same order has been 
applied by order of the Lord Chancellor ; that is, so far, Germany 
aa Russia. There are also the rules as to judges’ summonses 
which have been recently revised (ord, 54, rr. 30-41). In addition 
to including this new official matter, advantage has been taken of 
the present edition to introduce fresh material in the way of com- 
ment cr summary. Thus a summary of the law and practice as to 
the removal of causes from inferior courts into the High Court is 
given in Vol. I., and Vol. II. contains a table of official requirements 
and a directory to rooms at the Royal Courts of Justice ; the statement, 
too, as to the practice with regard to actions by and against execu- 
tors and administrators, and as to the correct forms of judgments 
against executors and administrators, is new (Vol. I., pp. 149-152). 
The first volume contains the rules and orders ; in the second are 
placed the Judicature Acts, the Arbitration Act, parts of Acts relat- 
Ing to solicitors, and miscellaneous statutory and other matter. The 
notes are full and give valuable guidance to the practitioner—those, 
for instance, on the procedure on originating summons under order 
55. No pains have been spent in bringing the work up to date and 
making it an exhaustive guide to the practice of the superior courts. 





Private Railway Sidings. 


Tue Law or Private Rartway Sripincs AND PRIVATE TRADERS’ 
Trarric. By Joun Henry Cocksurn, Solicitor. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited.) 

The law relating to private railway sidings affects an important 
class of traders, es Ba in mineral districts, and Mr. Cockburn has 
performed a useful task in collecting both legal and practical inform- 
ation in this handy and well-arranged volume. In the popular view 
railways belong to the railway companies, and they have the exclusive 
use of them for the carriage of passengers and goods. But Mr. Cock- 
burn points out that this is by no means the legal position. The 
notion of the railway being a highway for the common use of the 
public, in the same sense that an ordinary road is so, was the starting- 
point of English railway legislation. ‘ Originally,” it was said in Hol/ 
& Co. v. London, Brighton and South Coast Railway Co.(15 Q. B. D., p. 
524), “the trader might either run his own engine and trucks over the 
line, or place his goods in trucks on the line and direct the company to 
convey them along it.” The statutory provisions for private sidings 
carry out the same idea, and though modern practice is opposed to 
the running of trains on the main lines by private traders, yet under 


‘section 2 of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, as explained by 


the Railways (Private Sidings) Act, 1904, the railway companies are 
bound to provide reasonable facilities for the junction of private 
sidings or private branch railways with their own railways, and for 
dealing with the traffic on the sidings or private branch railways. In 
providing these facilities the safety of the public and the convenience 
of working the main railway have to be considered, and there are 
other points arising both in this respect, and in relation to rates and 
undue preference and other inatters, which are fully dealt with by 
Mr. Cockburn. The relevant authorities in the ordinary reports, such 
as the recent case of Great Eustern Railw iy Co. vy. Lord (1909, A. C. 109), 
which exempted an agreement with a railway company for lien ona 
customer’s goods from being a bill of sale, are duly referred to, and 
very extensive use is made of the Railway and Canal Traffic Cases 
other sources of information as to decided cases. The book 
adequately covers an important department of railway law. 





’ 
Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 

BrewincHam Law Stvupents’ Socrery.—Oct. 5.—Mr. Charles Ekin 
in the chair, the following moot point was debated :—‘‘ A., a novelist, 
writes a sensational novel, with the object, as expressed by him in the 
preface, of exposing the insanitary condition of, and the treatment 
of employees in, jam factories. He states that the scenes he describes 
have actually been witnessed by him. One of these factories is 
described as the D , in the town of B The description fits two 
factories of different towns, both of which suffer some damage. A. 
was not aware of the existence of either. Can either or both of the 
factories maintain an action, the statements being as regards them 
libellous and untrue?’’ Mr. H. F. Bensly opened in the affirmative, 
and was supported by Messrs. T. L. Astbury, T. H. Ekins, G. A. 
Baker, M. I. Clutterbuck, W. L. Highway, and D. M. Wood. Mr. 
G. H. Willcox opened if the negative, and was suported by Messrs. 
T. Wood, L. M. Kinsella, E. C. G. Clarke, P. W. Robinson, C. H. 
Morgan, R. W. Frazier, and H. E. Swallow. After the leaders had 
replied, the chairman summed up and put the question to the meeting, 
the result being 7 votes for the negative and 4 for the affirmative. A 
hearty vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the proceedings, 








The Danger of the Feeble-Minded. 


A PAPER read at the Newcastle meeting of the Law Society by Mr. H. 
F. Brown, LL.B., solicitor, of Chester :— 

Apart from matters of political controversy, the subject that is most 
occupying men’s minds is undoubtedly that of national defence, but I 
venture to think that a far more formidable enemy than any that will 
invade our shores is already encamped among us, and is engaged, with- 
out haste and without rest, in wasting our resources, in destroying our 
vitality, and in preparing for our children a heritage of degeneracy, 
misery, and crime. I refer to the great army of the feeble-minded. 
You meet them always, whether you seek to deal with education, with 
pauperism, with crime, with unemployment. They are the main 
obstacle to every scheme of social reform, and yet, as a whole, their 
existence is ignored. I can only attribute this to the fact that ninety- 
‘nine out of every hundred of us never come into contact with them. 
They are screened from us by a barrier of charitable institutions, work- 
houses, lunatic asylums and prisons. We growl and grumble when we 
receive our demand notes. Possibly we write to the papers complaining 
of the extravagance of the guardians. We pay what is demanded of 
us and try to think no more about it. Yet the Royal Commission that 
has recently reported on the subject says, ‘‘ Of the gravity of the present 
state of things there is no doubt. The mass of facts we have collected, 
the statements of our witnesses, and our own personal visits and in- 
vestigations compel the conclusion that there are numbers of mentally 
defective persons whose training is neglected, over whom no sufficient 
control is exercised, and whose wayward and irresponsible lives are 
productive of crime and misery, and of much injury and mischief to 
themselves and to others, and of much continuous expenditure wasteful 
to the community and to individual families.’’ Unfortunately these 
weighty words are contained in a Blue Book of upwards of 500 pages, 
and are supported by evidence that fills seven similar volumes, and may 
rest indefinitely in official pigeon-holes unless an effort is made to bring 
them into public recognition. I am aware that in the Report of the 
Poor Law Commission the report in question has been cited with 
approval, and also in the more recent Report of the Commissioners in 
Lunacy, but how little general interest the question excites may be seen 
from the fact that in the proceedings of the Labour Conference during 
the present yeay, I found no reference to the bearing of this report on 
the great question of unemployment, although there is a mass of 
evidence to show that the feeble-minded bulk largely in the ranks of 
the unemployed, that they are the last to be taken on when business is 
brisk and the first to be dismissed when it is slack, that indeed the 
majority of them are in a constant state of hand-to-mouth existence. I 
propose to confine my paper to that part of the Commissioners’ Report 
that deals with the feeble-minded who during the whole or some part 
of their lives are a charge on the community. The report also deals 
with the constitution, jurisdiction, and working of the Commission in 
lunacy and of other lunacy authorities in England and Wales, but I 
shall exclude all reference to that. 

The term ‘‘ feeble-minded ’’ is, I believe, of American origin, and 
came to be used after the sensitiveness of the age had discarded the 
term ‘‘idiot’’ and ‘‘imbecile’’ as being too harsh. It is not an exact 
term, but describes generally those persons not certified under the 
Lunacy Laws in whom the brain is in some degree undeveloped, and will 
remain undeveloped through life. These, I believe, constitute the class 
most dangerous to the community, for while certified lunatics and idiots 
are more or less satisfactorily cared for, the majority of the feeble- 
minded are connected with no institution, and living as they do in the 
local conditions and surroundings in which they have been brought up, 
are untrained and uncared for, they lead irregular and purposeless 
lives, and readily fall into vice and crime. It would be going rather 
beyond our province to examine into the causation of feeble-minded- 
ness, a subject upon which there is a certain conflict of medical evidence. 
While not leaving out of account the participation of disease, alcoholism, 
malnutrition, and environment in the production of defectives, the 
general conclusion is that both on the ground of fact and theory there is 
the highest probability that feeble-mindedness is usually spontaneous in 
origin, and tends strongly to be inherited. I think that if Mendel’s 
discoveries had been better understood at the date of this report 
evidence supposed to discredit the theory of heredity would have been 
accepted as supporting it. Those of you who have followed those inter- 
esting, and perhaps epoch-making, discoveries will see nothing incon- 
sistent with that theory in evidence to the effect that both types, feeble- 
minded and normal, occur in the same family, or that the defect may 
skip one or more generations. But while it is satisfactory to find in 
Mendel’s law a confirmation of the conclusion at which the Commis- 
sioners have arrived, I cannot help thinking that the same law will 
prove that the task before us is even more serious than they supposed. 
They propose to deal with those who are mentally defective, but I 
venture to suggest that as we gain in experience in these matters we 
shall find that there is a class of persons who are themselves normal, 
but yet are liable to. produce feeble-minded offspring. Seeing that this 
class may not be distinguishable from the ordinary normal type I fail 
to see how they are to be dealt with by legislation. They will present 
the problem afforded by the woman in America who, being in perfect 
health herself, is a perennial source of typhoid in others. They must 
be left to a sort of educational selection, whereby men and women will 
learn to avoid as their life’s partners those whose pedigree, in this 
respect, is not above suspicion. 

Accepting then the theory that feeble-mindedness is largely heredi- 





tary, what is the usual life history of the type with which this paper 
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deals? As often as not it is of illegitimate birth and enters the world 
in the workhouse infirmary. Feeble-minded girls and women form a 
large proportion of the unmarried mothers who come to the lying-in 
wards of our workhouses, where they often appear again and again, 
adding to the rates and the deterioration of the race by producing 
sickly and deficient children. Mr. Bagenal, a general inspector of the 
Local Government Board for the Yorkshire district, expresses the opinion 
that feeble-minded women are particularly open to the seductions of 
men. They seem to be deficient in will power and power of resistance 
to attacks upon their virtue. In some the moral sense is altogether 
absent. He adds that in one workhouse he found five young women all 
of whom were feeble-minded. The first was going to be confined, and 
had had two children before; the second and third had had two 
children each, the fourth had had one child, and the fifth had had four 
children, that is to say twelve children in all, the whole being illegiti- 
mate. Another witness cites a case in the Somersetshire district in 
which a married woman came into the workhouse with three sons and 
one daughter all certified imbeciles; a second daughter, also feeble- 
minded, came into the workhouse twice for the birth of illegitimate 
children ; a third also had two illegitimate children in the house. She 
afterwards married, and had had five children, two of fair mental 
capacity and the other three feeble-minded. These are by no means 
the worst cases. But it is unnecessary to enlarge upon this part of the 
evidence ; it is practically endless. Making the best estimate I can, I 
think it probable that at least 600 feeble-minded single women in 
England and Wales give birth to children in the workhouse every year. 
There is no doubt a large mortality, but on the other hand there is 
evidence that the feeble-minded as a class are more than usually prolific, 
and the survivals are in consequence numerous. The number of illegiti- 
mate children, the offspring of feeble-minded parents, who are them- 
selves provided for at great public expense, and whose children grow 
up to be throughout their lives an additional burden to the community, 
constitutes an evil of intolerable magnitude. The Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 1885, intended to protect feeble-minded women and 
girls, is of little or no practical value, and, as Mr. H. D. Greene, K.C., 
one of the Commissioners, says: ‘‘It is impossible to argue that 
profligacy which entails such expense on the community should 
not be made a readily punishable offence.. If the probability of 
punishment will act as a deterrent and check the production of degener- 
ates, it is manifest that the prevention of the evil will be economically 
better than having to mitigate its effects.’”’ Personally, I do no see why 
the legislature that has taken up the cause of the children should not go 
a step further and protect them all as far as it can from the cruel 
brand of illegitimacy. I think that the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, in so far that it gave parents of illegitimate children the same 
right as the parents of children born in wedlock, was a most unfortunate 
step in the wrong direction. A large number of feeble-minded married 
women also are inmates of workhouse maternity wards, and again 
there is a large class that does not appeal to that institution in the first 
instance. The feeble-minded child having thus been launched upon the 
world, much charitable and other effort is expended ‘on the next stage 
of its existence, say from five to sixteen years of age. The Elementary 
Education (Defective and Epileptic Children) Act, 1889, to a certain 
extent deals with it. That Act was fortunately permissive in 
character ; I say fortunately, because I believe that if it had been made 
compulsory in the first instance an expenditure would have been in- 
curred quite out of proportion to the results attained. Under the Act 
education authorities were empowered, but not required, to make pro- 
vision for defectives. Outside London the schools established under 
the Act are few in number, sixty or seventy in all, and of course do not 
profess to provide for anything like the number of children to whom 
the Act might be made applicable. Indeed, the number of such 
children in England and Wales is estimated to be about 36,000, of whom 
under 10,000 are provided for. The schools, however, have afforded 
much valuable information. Some may shew better results than others 
by including on their roll children who are merely backward and not 
strictly speaking feeble-minded, but the following South London school 
may be taken as fairly typical. Out of 343 children dealt with at this 
school I need mention only 58, being those who left over age and had 
presumably the full schooling available. Of these 39 were over eighteen 
years of age. The after history of these 58 as regards their ability to 
provide for themselves is as follows :—Not earning at all, 16; casual 
earnings, 34; earning good wages, 7; supported by husband, 1. Of the 
class earning good wages it is stated that there were several who might 
be termed dull and backward and not feeble-minded. It will be seen, 
therefore, that fifty of the number may be expected to come on the rates 
at no distant date. A lady who had charge of a similar school at 
Norwich tells me that from her experience about one-third of the 
children on leaving were capable of working at something or of living 
under favourable circumstances a respectable life. Rather more than 
a third could do useful work in some working or labour colony, where 
they would always be watched and directed like children; and the 
remainder would not be able to do anything towards supporting them- 
selves, or not anything worth taking into consideration. It must be 
remembered that these schools are educational and not philanthropic, 
and that therefore only the apparently improvable cases are taken. The 
results obtained in private institutions are not more encouraging. 
Several of these have kindly supplied me with their reports. I take as 
an example this time an institution in one of the northern counties, 
formed some forty years ago with the object of fitting this special 
class for ‘‘the duties and enjoyments of life.” The following is an 
extract from the Report of the year 1908 :—‘‘ As the experiences of 





those engaged in the work matured they discovered that the object 
which they set themselves to attain was with comparatively few excep- 
tions an impossible one to meen. They found that the tempera- 
ments and idiosyncrasies inseparable from a defective mental organisa- 
tion too often nullified their labours, and operating rere g the abnormal 
channels of impulse, lack of control or apathy precluded the individual 
from recognition as an effective or responsible unit in the community. 
This being the case, and although admitting that a = few are 
sufficiently responsive to training as to fulfil, under sympathetic over- 
sight, a small part in the world; it naturally follows that the object to 
be gained is the provision of life-long care, and it is to be hoped that 
the Legislature will at no distant date make it incumbent upon local 
authorities to provide custodial establishments for this purpose.” 


(To be continued.) 








The Public Trustee and the Bishops. 


The Bishop of Wakefield has received the accompanying letter 
from the Public Trustee and is permitted to communicate it to the 
Diocese. 

Public Trustee Office, 
3 and 4, Clement’s-inn, Strand, W.C., 
September 9th, 1909. 
To the Right Reverend 
The Lord Bishop of Wakefield. ; 

My Lord,—Regard being had to the widespread public interest 
shewn in the office of the Public Trustee, and the acceptance it has 
met with among all classes, I am led to think that it might on occasion 
prove useful to your Lordship, if I were permitted to afford you shortly 
some information as to the character and value of the services per- 
formed by this Department. 

You will doubtless be aware that I am specially authorised to act 
as an executor and as a trustee under wills, whether new or old, or as 
trustee under various forms of settlements, marriage and otherwise, 
and that also whether the trust is new or old. I am also enaWled to 
act as administrator in cases of intestacy, or where the persons 
appointed executors do not desire to act. I may ‘also accept the 
transfer of an executorship or an administratorship, where the executor 
named, who may have received probate, or the administrator, who 
has taken out administration, has already acted but desires to be 
relieved from further office. I have also special powers enabling me 
to act as administrator of estates of small value, where the persons 
interested are of small means. I have also valuable powers of investi- 
gation and audit into the condition and accounts of any trust, which 
power is proving of great benefit where there is any really well-founded 
anxiety as to the condition of any trust. 

The advantages of the Public Trustee are his permanency, the 
guarantee of the State behind him, his expert knowledge and his 
economy. The office, being designed exclusively for the duties 
entrusted to it, has a staff, specialists in these several capacities, and 
organised to deal with the work in a prompt and business-like way, 
free from officialism and red tape. In nothing is this more apparent 
than in the important question of investment. At the present time 
some £4,000,000 is invested, and no less than some £20,000,000 under 
wills to mature in due course is known of as entrusted to the care 
and judgment of the Public Trustee. A special department has been 
set up to deal with this work, and by the advantageous position 
occupied by the Public Trustee he has been able to bring considerable 
improvement in a great many trusts, both as to the stability of 
capital and as to the income, as much as 4 per cent. being readily 
secured in most cases, an advantage which has often obliterated the 
expense of coming to the Public Trustee. 

On the personal and human side of the Department, the Public 
Trustee has taken infinite pains to make that adequate to the duties 
he is called upon to discharge. The greatest care is devoted to the 
welfare of children, of whom now about 100 are under my care. 
Persons of infirm health, or whose business capacity is of a very 
limited description, who have been or would easily be the victims of 
dishonesty or importunity, have been cared for and safeguarded ‘n 
every possible way, as to their health, fortune, and methods of life, 
and the organisation which is devoted here to this particular side of 
the office is, I am glad to say, giving satisfactory ‘results. 

The chief ground, however, upon which I have ventured to 
address your fordahi is that there may possibly, not infrequently. 
in the course of the duties of your high office, have come under your 
notice cases where there have been either dishonest or incompetent 
trustees, deplorable and unfortunate cases, where honest administration 
and sound investment are of vital importance, and I venture to hope 
that it may not be resented if I brought to your Lordship’s noticé the 
character and scope of the remedial advantages entrusted to my 
administration.—I am, your Lordship’s obedient. servant, 

C. J. Stewart, Public Trustee. 








At the final sitting of the Vacation Court, last Wednesday, Mr. 
Justice Neville had twenty-five applications for hearing, but they 
contained no feature of public interest. The Vacation work this year 
has been singularly devoid of legal interest. 
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Obituary. 
Mr. M. Wilson. 


Mr. Muir Wilson, solicitor, of Sheffield, who at the late by-election 
for a division of Sheffield became known throughout the country, died 
on Friday in last week at Vancouver, British Columbia. His health had 
broken down, and he was making a tour of the world with a view of 
obtaining complete rest. | He was a native of Sheffield, and was educated 
at schools there and in Germany. He served his articles with Mr. Joseph 
Binney, one of the leading solicitors in Sheffield, and was admitted in 
1878, having won the Clifford’s Inn prize. Mr. Binney, recognising his 
ability, took him into partnership, and the partnership continued up 
te 1883, when Mr. Wilson began to practise on his own account. He 
was extremely successful. His aggressive and ingenious court 
advocacy, says the Sheffield Daily Telegraph, coupled with a forceful 
personality, quickly gained for him a large and ever-growing clientéle, 
until his office in Bank-street became one of the busiest in the city, and 
it was not long before he had built up a high reputation throughout 
the North of England as an intrepid and _ successful advocate. 
By the working classes especially he was regarded as an almost 
invincible legal vindicator of innocence and a brilliant leader 
of forlorn hopes. In this kind of work, in which he certainly excelled, 
Mr. Muir Wilson enjoyed an enormous practice. He could never have 
been accused of gaining clients by methods of flattery or conciliation, 
for he was notoriously blunt and outspoken in his dealings with them, 
and was not above calling one plainly a fool or other disagreeable 
truthful names if he or she should become pig-headed and intractable, 
as litigants sometimes do. He was_a pastmaster in the technicalities 
of procedure, and revelled in fighting with benches of magistrates, 
magistrates’ clerks, and county court judges on obscure or subtle 
points of law. His pugnacious temperament was the frequent cause 
of caustic passages-at-arms with magistrates, but neither the bench nor 
the advocate ever seemed to bear malice after these little episodes, and 
as he became better known, his fierce frowns and theatrical thunderings 
were taken in very good part. He was a fluent speaker, and as a cross- 
examiner was incisive and direct rather than subtle, but he generally 
managed to make his victim very uncomfortable before he had finished 
with him. He was an authority on the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 
and in 1901 read a very able paper on these Acts at the annual provincial 
meeting of the Incorporated Law Society at Oxford. He stood twice 
as candidate for the representation in Parliament of the Attercliffe 
Division of Sheffield, and on both occasons was defeated. He was 
Consul at Sheffield for Servia. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Admission. 

Mr. R. S. Jackson, solicitor, of Ingram-court, 167, Fenchurch-st: eet, 
London, has taken into partner-hip Mr. CHARLES ROBERT BoWLEs and 
his son Mr. JoHN BELL JACKSON, both of whom have been associated 
with him and his late firm of Farlow & Jackson for.many years. The 
business of the firm will be carried on at the above address as heretofore 
under the style of R. S. Jackson, Bowles, & Jackson, 


Dissolutions. 

AUBREY Henry Bircn REYNARDSON, GEORGE EDWARD BUCKNILL, 
and LIONEL MowBray HEWLETT, solicitors (Hewlett, Birch, Reynard- 
son, & Bucknill), 2, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, London. The said 
Aubrey Henry Birch Reynardson and Lionel Mowbray Hewlett will in 
future carry on busiuess in partnership on the ground floor at 2, Raymond- 
buildings (the old address), under the style of Hewlett & Co. ; the said 
George Edward Bucknill will carry on business alone on the first floor at 
the same address under the style of Bucknill & Co. 

WALTER NEVE, EpGAR MONTAGUE AUSTIN, and ALBAN NEVE, 
solicitors (Neve, Son, & Montague Austin), Luton, Sept. 29. The said 
Edgar Montague Austin has retired from the firm; the said Walter 
Neve and Alban Neve will continue the said practice under the style or 
firm of Neve, Son, & Co. [ Gazette, Oct. 1. 

WILLIAM Francis FLADGATE, Francis Epwin EssincTon FArRE- 
BROTHER, WALTER JoHN PRESTON, FREKE DALGLEISH WILLIAMS, 
and GEORGE WILLIAM FINCH, solicitors (Fladgate & Co.), 2, Craig’s- 
court, Charing Cross, London. Sept. 30. [Gazette, Oct. 5. 





General. 

Lord Justice FitzGibbon is stated to be seriously ill at his residence 
at Howth, county Dublin. 

In the House of Commons, on the 29th ult., Mr. Rees asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he proposed to insert in the 
Finance Bill words making it clear that in no circumstances would 
allowances made by parents to their children be subject to death 
duty. Mr. Hobhouse said: I may refer my hon. friend to Clause 43 
of the Finance Bill, as amended in Committee, under which gifts 
which are proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners to have been 

of the normal annual expenditure of a deceased person, and to 

ve been reasonable, having regard to the amount of his income or 

to the circumstances or which do not exceed in the aggregate £100 in 

value or amount, shall not be charged with estate duty in connection 
with his death. 


As we go to press, we receive the Annual Practice for 1910, under 
the editorship of Mr. B. Fossett Lock, Mr. Charles Burney, and Mr. 
F. A. Stringer. We regret there is no time to notice it this week. 

A point in motoring law was dealt with, says the 7'imes, on the 
4th inst., at the Uxbridge Police Court, when Percy Crosbie Kidner 
was summoned for driving a motor-car without a licence. Mr. Barker, 
for the prosecution, stated that the defendant was fined £10 at Willes- 
den Sessions on April 8th last, for exceeding the speed limit, and his 
licence was suspended for three months. He appealed to the Middlesex 
Quarter Sessions, the appeal being heard on July 10th, when it was 
dismissed because he had pleaded guilty at Willesden. On August 21st 
he was seen at Northwood driving a motor-car, and the police con- 
tended that he had no right to drive during the three months following 
the date of the appeal. The defence was that the suspension should 
date from the original conviction. The Bench upheld the view of the 
prosecution, and ordered the defendant to pay three guineas costs. 

A Blue Book has just been issued containing statistics of compensation 
and of proceedings under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and 
the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, during the year 1908. The returns 
relate to seven groups of industries—shipping, factories, docks, mines, 
quarries, constructional work, and railways. The total compensation 
paid in these groups during the year was £2,080,672, and this amount 
represented 3,473 cases of death and 325,484 cases of disablement out 
of 7,500,000 persons employed. The total number of claims taken into 
court under the Act of 1906 was 5,358. Of these 2,050 were finally 
decided during the year in favour of the applicant, and 453 in favour of 
the respondent. The Employers’ Liability Act of 1880 is apparently 
falling into disuse. Only 260 cases were taken into the county courts 
during the year, and of these 144 were withdrawn or settled out of 
court. Of the remainder the plaintiff was successful in only sixty-seven 
cases. 

The Attorney-General has issued a notice that on the occasion of the 
re-opening of the Law Courts a special service will be held at West- 
minster Abbey, at 11.45 a.m., which the Lord Chancellor and His 
Majesty’s judges will attend. In order to ascertain what space wiil 
be required, members of the Junior Bar wishing to be present are 
requested to send their names to the Secretary of the General Council 
of the Bar, 2, Hare-court, Temple, E.C., before 4 p.m., on Monday, 
October 11th. Barristers attending the service must wear robes. All 
should be at the Jerusalem Chamber, Westminster Abbey (Dean’s Yard 
entrance), where robing accommodation will be provided, not later 
than 11.30 a.m. A limited number of seats in the South Transept 
will be reserved for friends of members of the Bar, to whom one ticket 
of admission (or if possible, two) will be issued on application to the 
Secretary of the General Council of the Bar. No tickets are required 
for admission to the North Transept, which is open to the public. 

A good deal that is being said about the bad old days of imprison- 
ment for debt is, says Mr. George Kebbell, in a letter to the Hvening 
Standard, hardly borne out by statistics. On the 25th of this month 
just a hundred years ago—the date of George III.’s jubilee—all the 
prisoners for debt in London were released, the necessary funds having 
been raised by public subscription. There were only seventy-two such 
prisoners, and the total amount for which they were being detained 
was no more than £2,000. Consequently, making all allowances for 
increase of population, it is clear that imprisonment for debt has become 
far more common since its abolition (with apologies for the Irishism). It 
would seem as if, when the creditor had the absolute right of in- 
carcerating his debtor, he was less inclined to proceed to that extreme 
than now, when he has to go through the farce of asking the judge 
to commit the defaulter for contempt. Of course, one explanation may 
very well be that, owing to the almost unlimited facilities the law now 
affords a debtor for evading payment, imprisonment is the only remedy 
left open to the majority of creditors. 

At Bow-street police court, on Monday, says the 7'imes, before Mr. 
Curtis Bennett, Mr. William Cooper, of the firm of Messrs. Clinch and 
Cooper, was summoned as the landlord of certain premises in High 
Holborn for authorising to be levied a distress on some furniture 
belonging to Messrs. Oetzmann and Co., Ltd. (who were not the tenants 
of the premises), and for proceeding with the distress after being 
served with a declaration showing that the goods did not belong to 
the tenant. Mr. C. M. Knowles supported the summons on behalf of 
Messrs. Oetzmann; Mr. Arthur Mulligan defended. Mr. Knowles 
explained that this was the first case which had been taken under the 
Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1908, which came into operation 
in July last. Messrs. Oetzmann supplied the furniture in question 
under a hire purchase agreement to a customer having offices in High 
Holborn. The instalments fell into arrears, and, therefore, under the 
terms of the agreement, the furniture remained in the possession of 
Messrs. Oetzmann, but it was seized for rent by the defendant, who 
was the superior landlord of the premises on which the goods were 
found. Mr. Mulligan raised the point that the declaration referred to 
in the summons was not a declaration within the “meaning of the 
statute. It was, he said, made by the company’s solicitors, but under 
the Act it should have been made before a magistrate by a proper 
officer of the company—the secretary or possibly the manager of the 
hiring department. The magistrate agreed that the company’s 
solicitors were not the proper persons to make the declaration, and 
dismissed the summons on that ground without costs. 








University Cottece.—A new programme of Courses in Law and 
Administration has just been issued, and includes courses in Colonial 
Law, in Laws of various parts of the Empire, and in Public Adminis- 





\ tration. 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reaistrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Emercenoy Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
a Rora. No. 2. Joyce. Swinrew Eapy. 
Tuesday ...Oct. 12 Mr Leach Mr Borrer Mr Bloxam Mr Beal 
Wednesday eaesee 13 Farmer Leach Theed Borrer 
Thursday ......... 14 Bloxam Farmer Charch Leach 
PUEARY  cccccsccccse 15 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Saturday ......... 16 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Date Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
— Wanrainerton. NREVILLE. PaRkes. Eve. 
Tuesday ...Oct. Ly Mr Synge Mr Farmer Mr Church Mr Greswell 
Wednesday seeece Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge . Beal 
Thursday ......... 14 Greswell eed oldschmidt Borrer 
Friday ...... ons Beal Church Greswel] Leach 
Saturday .......0. 16 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 





MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1909. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Apreat Court I. 


eet Applications and Appeals from 
Kirg’s Bench Division (Interlocu- 
tory List) will be in the Paper for 
bearing on Oct. 12th. 
Other Business to be taken in this Court 
will, from time to time, be announced.in 
the Daily Cause List. 


Appeat Court I. 


Sete Apolicaticns and Avpeals from 
Chancery Division (Int>rlocutory 
List) and Chancery General List will be 
in the Paper for tearing on Oct. 12tb. 
Other Business to be taken in this Court 
will, from time to time, be announced in 
the Daily Cause List. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Lorp CHANCELLOR’s Court. 
Mr. Justice JOYCE. 
Tuesday it " ’ . 
teaus, pets, farcon an 
Wednesday 13 retained wit actions 
Thursday ...14...Retained wit actions 


ay oaiaae 15...Mots and non wit jist 
g ...16 | Manchester and Liverpool 


t busin: 

es age yo de in chambers 

ht caus, pets, fur con and 
Tuesday . non-wit list 
Wednentay 2 y 2 1 Non-wit list 
Friday ... eb .Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday . = -Non-wit hst 
Monday...... per oe in etee 

t cans, pets, fur con 
Tuesday ...26 and non-wit list 
ben weigh 27 i Non-wit list 


Friday . aay a3 «29 ..Mots and non-wit liet 


Saturday ...30 { cr = agg 1 and Manchester 


Mon., Nov. 1 } ne | in 7 

t caus, pete, fur con 
Tuesday ... 2 and non-wit list 
Tender” S 8 } Non-wit list 


Friday ...... §...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... 6...Non-wit list 





‘Wednesday 10 
Thursday” 11 | Non-wit list 

Friday ......12°..Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...18 a mera and Liverpool 


Monday......16...8itting in chambers 


Sht caus, pets, fur con 
Tuesday .....16 and non-wit list 


oe 20... Non-wit list 
Monday......22.. Sitting in chambers 


S8ht caus, fur con 
Tuesday ...38 he non- iP tion 4 


Saturday 2 \ Liverpool and Manchester 


Monday .. os in —~e 
& caus, pets, fur con 
Tuesday oc | SS gee eae ee 


Wed., Dec. a} Non-wit liet 


..Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... 4...Non-wit list 
Monday...... 6.. Ss in — _ - 
t cans, pete, fur con 

ps and non-wil iP ist 

D 8 
Tharedsy. § } Non- -wit list 
Friday ...... “°10...Mots and non-wit list 


ending vall { aon = amas Liverpool 





Monday .,...13...Sitting in chambers 
14 Sht cans, pets, fur con 


prove and non-wit list 
ame". ff Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 17...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...18 ..Non-wit: list 
Monday......20 . ay in chambers 

bt caus, pets, fur con 

Tuesday .. 21 i and non-wit list 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
re bel copies of minutes of the Pro. 

oo 2 udgment or order must be left 
with the judge’s clerk one clear day 
before the cause is to be put in the 
paper. In cefault the cause Mill not Le 
put in the paper. 

N.B.—The following pa on further con- 
sideration are req for the use of the 
judge, viz.:—Two copies of minutes of 

ps and 1 eOpy or order, 1 copy 

1 copy master's certificate, 

which must be left in court with the 

fa _ clerk one clear day before the 

= = consideration is ready to come 
the paper. 


Cuancery Court I. 
Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADY. 


Tues, Oct. 12 . Mots 
Wednesday 13 Sages Acta and non- 


Thursday ...14. pda wit list 
Friday ..,...15 ..Mots and non-wit list 


Sht caus, and noa- 
Saturday ...16 ; —- 
Monday .....18...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday 19 { Con ——— Acts and non- 


Wednesday 2 Noni list 
Friday ......22.. 1 ey 
Saturday 23 | Bt aa ORR One aoe 


Monday......25...Sitting in chambers 


Thureday 28 33 Non-wit list 
Friday ..... 29... Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...30 1 — caus, pets, and non-wit 


Mon., Nov, 1. Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ... 2 —— Acts and non- 
Wednesday 3 

Thureday .. 4 { Non-wit list 

Friday ...... 5...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... 6 { =~ caus, pets, and non-wit 


Monday...... ai ae danke 
Tuesday ... bs = Acts and non- 
Thursday” Fr i Non-wit list 

Friday ...... 12 ..Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ..13 | Shteaus, pets, and non-wit 
Monday......15 . Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...16{ Companies Acts and non- 


Wednesday 17 
Thursday .. é 18 { Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 19...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ., 20 | Sit caus, pets, and non-wit 
Monday ...22. Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .., 23 { hoo Acts and non- 
Wodnenday 35 | Non-wit list 

Friday ...,. 26,..Mots and non-wit liet 
Saturday ... a7 { St caus, pets, and non-wit 


Monday ...29. Siting in chambers 
Act and non. 
Tuesday 20 | Companies 


Theedne”, 3} Non-wit list 





Friday ...... 3...Mots and non-wit list 


Saturday ... 4 ee 
Monday ..... 6 Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 7 } San Acts ani non- 
Thareiay ”. 9} Non-wit list 

Friday ...... w Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday .. as { Sit Sht caus, pets, and non-wit 


Saturday .. 


Monday...... - Bitting in chambers 
Tuesday : . 21...Non-wit list 


apne to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be 
so heard. The necaseary papers, in 
cluding two copies of minutes of 
the proposed a or order, must 
be left in oman with the judge’s clerk 
not less than one clear day before the 
cause is to be put in the paper. In de- 
fault the cause will not be put in the 


paper. 

N.B.—The following papers on farther con- 
sideration are required for the use ot the 
tao eipneed « :—Two copies of minutes of 

caged pp or order, 1 copy 
ae acd 1 copy master’s certificate. 
These must be left in court with the 
Judgs’s Clerk one clear day before the 
Farther Consideration is ready to come 
into the Paper. 


Cuancery Covrr IIT. 

Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 
Except when other Busi is advertised 
Gittings. 


Cuancery Cover IV. 
Mr. Justice PARKER. 
In this Court the work will be taken as 
follows : — 
Mondays, 10 30 am.—Chamber summonses 
3.0 p.m.— Sht caus and sht 


pete 
Tuesdayse.—Far con, long pe‘s, and non- 
wit list 


Wednesdays.— Non-wit list 

Thursdays.—Non-wit list 

Fridays.— Mots and non-wit list 

There will be no Satur“ay sittings, but 
the court will sit till 4.30 on other days, 

N.B.—Ina order that a petition may 47 





a Monday 

prt R- that it is not likely to last more 
than a querter of an hour sh-u'd be 
with the cause clerk not later 
than i2 o’clock on the previous Friday. 

Kiya’s Benca Covrr. 

Mr. Justice EVE. 

Excett when other b~siness is advertised 





sit.in; 

Daring these sittings the court will sit 
each day until 430 p.m., except on 

Saturdays, when there will be no sitting. 





Circuits of the Judges. 


The following Judges will remain in town: THE LorD Cuter Ju mr gE 
OF ENGLAND, GRANTHAM, J., DARLING, J., BUCKNILL, J., s Sores. F 
and HamiLTon, J., during the whole of the Circuits; the oth udges 


till their respective Commission Days. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Faivay, Oct. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loirep rn CHANCERY. 


Aron Cotttertes, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 14, directed to be heard 
at Newport, on Oct 15, at 10.30. Payne, Cardiff, solor for petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’c ock in the afternoon of Oct 14 

Beazturan Diramonp ann Exptoration Co, Lrp (1x Liqgvroarion)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Nov 13, to send their names and adresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims. to Grosvenor George Walker, 19, 8t Swithin’s ln, liquidetor 

Camesett Jounstone & Vo, Lrp (1x Votuntary Liqurpation)—Ureditors are required, 
on or before Nov 15 to send their names and adaresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Edward Disney Sewell, Anchor Brewery, Mile End rd, liquidator 

Lota, Lrp (tf Votuntary Ligurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 20, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of thsir debts or claims, to 

Edmund Ashdown, 66, Gresham st. Gery & Brooks, Old Cavendish st, solors 
for liquidator 

Reurance Taxt Caz Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, prarented Sept 30, directed to be 
heard before Swinfen Eady, J, on Oct 13, Jarvis, Finsbury sq, solor for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Oct 12 

Rowcanps Srrxton, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Louis Nicholas, 19, 
Castle st, Liverpool, liquidator 

Save, BRooxianyds anp ASHTON-UPON-MeEusEY Hien ScHoor ror Bors, Lrp—Creditors 
are required, on or before Oct 31, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Nixon, 31, Victoria blidgs, St Mary’s Gate, 
Manchester, liquidater 

Surgervanp Rexrs Prorrietary Gcip Mines, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 
Sept 29, directed to be heard on Oct 18. Simmons, Finsbury pymnt, solor for 

ners. Notice of appearing must r.ach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of Oct 12 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Oct. 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liuitep 1n CHANCERY. 


Atamitos Co, Ltd § (iw Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 20,to 
send thtir names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Herbert Joseph Pearse, 6, Queen st pl, liquidator 

Caawpiers WIttsaire Brewery, Lro—Pecn for winding up, presented Oct 1, dirscted 

heard on Oct 13. Voss & Son, Bethnal Green rd, solors for petaers, Notice 
¢ opeusing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of Oct 12 

Esperanza Wastratta, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented July 23, directed to be 
heard on Oct 13. Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry chmbrs, solors for petner. Notice 
* — ing must reach the ab»ve-namoed not later than 6 o’cluck in the afternoon of 

& 12 

Nattowat Co-operative Quarrtss, Lro—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 4, 
directed to be heard Oct 13. Brown & Co, Finsbury pymat, solors for the petners. 
Notice of aprearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Oct 12 

New Moror anp Gewerat. Russer Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 4, 
directed to be heard on Oct 13. Tree & Co, Lincoin’s ion fields, solors for petners. 
Notice of ene mast reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock ia the 
afternoon of Oct 12 

Torr Excuaner, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 28, directed to be heard at 
Nottingham on Oct 14. Cheesman, Nottingham, solor to petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the abovo-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 13 

Universat Tatgine Macuine Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard 
on July 27, will be heard on Oct 13. Mitls & Morley, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for 

ners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of Oct 12 

X Sxrwop1cats, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 29, directed to be heard on 
Oct 13, , King’s Bench walk, Texople, solor for patner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’cloce in the afternoon of Oct 12 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—Furpay, Oct. 1. 


Fituser & Co, Lrp 

Lowe Eaton AND District Launpry axpD Carrer Beatine Co, Lrp 
J. W, Scaorizty & Sons, Lrp 

Lrycotw Street Castines anp Vacuum Brake Co, Lrp 

TickatLt Gas Lient, Coan amp Coxe Co, Lro (Reconstruction) 
Eatuos STE«Msarre Co, Lrp 

Swircnpacs, Ltp 

SanpwitH QuagRres Co, LrD 

Sate, BroOKLANDs anp AsHTon-uPpoN-Meesey Hic Somoor ror Boys, Lrp 
Eperastow GoLF Cius, Lrp (Reconstructio ») 

Fiesty & Witsow, Lrp. 

ABYsSINtaw GoLD JEwsLLERY Co, Lrp 

Fur-Woot Co, Lrp 

Meceose Apsey Sreamsuip Co (1907), Lrp 

Arroso Co, Lrp 

James Szartcutr & Co, Ltp 

Braztutaw Diamony AND Expiorattow Co, Lrp 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Oct, 5. 


“Sprinesox” Sreausuipr Co, Lrp. 

“ Gazette” Sreamenip Co, Lrp. 

RaGvian Cycie anp Awnii-Friction Batt Co, Lro. 

Onaegtrs Bureasss & Sons, Lro. 

Kinesipe Zinco-Bienpe Co, Lro. 

Prccaprituy Circus GaraGce, Lrp, lata Hrous-Martinr, Lrp. 
DecHuamps Motor Co, Lrp. 

Brupvp, Lro. 

Pavas Gotp Mrvyes, Lrp (Reconstruciion). 

ALAMILLOS Uo, Lrp, 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Oct. 13.—Messrs, Trot.ore, at the Mart: Rssideoce and Freehold Residential Estate 
(see advertisemeat, back page, Oct. 2). 

Oct, 14.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents (see 
advertisement, page iii., Oct 2). 

Oct. 18.—Messrs, Weataeractt & Geren, at the Mart, at 2: Leaschold Ground-rents 
(see advertisement, back page, Oct. 2). 

Oct. 20.—Mesars. Baxter, Payne, & Lerrer, at the Mwt, at 2: Freehold G-ound- 
rents, Residences, &c, (see advertisement, back page, thie week). 

Oct, 22.—Messrs, Raynotps & Eason, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents, 
Houses, and Shops (ses advertisement, back paze, this week). 

Oct. 26.—Mesers. C. Rawiry Cross & Co., at tue Mart, at 2: Residential Property 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct, 26.—Messre. Desennam, Tewson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Frechold Ground- 
rents (see advertisement, page iii., Oct. 2). 

Oct. 27,—Mesers. Epwin Fox & Bousriecp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property (see 
advertisement, back page, Oct, 2). 








Result of Sale. 
Reverssoys, Lirg Poricres, Lire Inrergest, anp [NTeRESt IN POSSESSION, 
Messrs. H. E, Koster & Cranrievpd hed their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 592) of the 
above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on Thursday last, when 
the following lots were sold at the prices named, the twtal amount realized being 
£7,347 108 :— 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 





To £5,800 P ° one “ ose vee Sold £2,776 

To £1,0.0 ekg ee Ree a ee ae ices Me ee 

To £2,890 ae cuit’ dah on Tagh -tda aip. 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE— 

For £590 on eos oe one ove sce one ose am £377 10s, 

For Four Policies amounting to £2,000 es ooo ash » £1,230 
LIFE INTERES C in Railway Stock, also Policy beh we o» £535 
INTERKST IN POSSESSION in One-fourth of £1,000 pa » £130 








June ll Ord Sept 27 


Bankruptcy Notices. | 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Sept 28 


Camrsett, Guy, Lower Grosvenor pl High Court Pet ; Duyx, Joun Henry, Birmingham, General Metal Spinner 


Birmiogham Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 


| 
| De.sexpDeE, Epuonp, Lincoln’s inn fields, Wine Merchant | Eactes, Mary Jant, Newtown, Montgomery, Carrier 
High Court Pet July 27 Ord Sept 27 | 
Dickinson, Tuomas, Blackpool Preston PetJuly12 Ord | Eowaeps, Arrnur Lucas, Pontypool, Mon. Cycle Agent 


Newtown Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept 28 
Newport, Mon Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 


Arcurr, Harotp Cuantes, (it Grimsby, Pianoforte Tuner | Doveias, Janet, Morley, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer | Eruiotr, Freperick, Paignton, Devon, Builder Plymouth 


Great Grimsby Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 | 


Dewsbury Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 | 


Pet Sept 4 Ord sept 28 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND. LIMITED. 


22, MOORGAT!E sSTEHRIUST, LonNpow, w.o. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 


LICENSING MATTERS. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 
on applicatioa. 
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Exeuanp, Martin Luter, Merthyr Tydfil, Iron Moulder 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Sept28 Ord Sept 28 

Fevuincuam, f'nomas Mipmore, Hastings, Hairdresser 
Hastings Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Foster, Ferperick Cuaaues, Lutoa, Baker Luton Pet 
Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Fox, Rosert, Upper Bedford pl, Russell sq High Court 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept 24 

Goswe.t, Tuomas , Sandhurst, Berks, Builder Reading 
Pet sept 23 Ord Sept 29 

Hoss, Fraxk Taomas, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet Sept 
29 Ord Sept 29 

Howarp, Witiiam Watrer, Dover, Upholsterer Canter- 
bury Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Howson, Gsorce, sen, Kingston upon Hull, Fruit Mer- 
chant Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept27 Ord Sept 27 

Incietoy, Faeperick Beecu, Newport, Mon, Grocer New- 
port, Mon PetSept 8 Ord Sept 28 

—— — a ae Albion st, 

ing’s ss, Stud Manager igh Court Pet it, 

29 Ord Sept 29 - ee 

Joes, Joun, Wick rd, Homerton, Cowkeeper High Court 
Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept 28 

Jorpan, Witiiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept27 Ord Sept 27 

Kenney, Tevpy, Sheffield, Tobacconist Sheffield Pet 
Sept 24 Ord Sept 28 

Marks, Harry, Plympton rd, Brondesbury, Tailor High 
Court Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

MarsHatt, Jonn, Wakefield, Coal Miner Wakefield Pet 
Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Mounpay, Joan Grorce ILirre, Orlingbury, Northampton, 
Carpenter Northampton Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Osporne, Sipvey, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet Sept 29 


Sept 29 

Putwaiy, _ Joun, sen, Sumatra rd, West Hamp- 
stead, Builder High Court Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Rawson, James AuFrep, Widnes, Carrier Liverpool Pet 
Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 

Rownrtres, Joun, Brampton, Cumberland, Draper Carlisle 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Sanne, J F, Granger rd, Ealing Brentford Pet Sept 2 
Ord Sept 29 

Surra, Water, Dunston on Tyne, Durham Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Sept16 Ord Sept 28 

Spann, Ricuagp, Sandy Brow, Littie Budworth, Cheshire, 
Farmer Crewe Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Sumygr, James ALFaep, Folkestone, Bout Steward Can- 
terbury Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Taytor, Anprew, Bradford, Plasterer Bradford Pet 
Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 

Txorntox, Taomas Percy, Sockburn, Durham, Black- 
smith Northallerton Pet sept 27 Ord Sept 27 

Tozer, Wattree James, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler 
Gloucester Pet Sept 28 Urd Sept 28 

Vince, CuarLes Epwaarp, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Draper 
King’s Lyan Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Warrosp, Joux Henry, Homer st, Edgware rd, Fish 
aaa Keeper High Court Pet Sept 29 Ord 

pt : 

Wacker, Atraep Josiau, Worksop, Notts, Baker Sheffield 
Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 23 

Wess, Watrer ;VicTox, Reading, Baker Reading Pet 


sept 27 Ord Sept 27 
Hatherleigh, Devon, Baker 


West, JosgepH HArowp, 
Plymouth Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 
Westcats, Water, Balsham, Cambs, Veterinary 
surgeon Cambridge Pet July3 Ord Sept 27 
—— Ricuarp, Lancaster Preston Pe, Sept 15 
Warigat, Grorce, Much Woolton, Lanes, 
Liverpool Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Campseti, Guy, Lower Grosvenor pl Oct 11 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Carrk, Witiiam, jun, Castlegate, Thirsk, Yorks, Wine 
Merchant Oct 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

C.irec, Josrrn Newtson, Rochdale, Provision Merchant 
Oct 12at 11.30 Townhall, Rochdale 

Co.raerue, Mavaice Kesey, and Henry Woops, Ports- 
mouth, Builders Oct 14 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge 
junc, High st, Portsmouth 

De.senpe, Epsmonp, Lincoln’s inn fields, Wine Merchant 
Oct 1lat12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Evans, Witi14M Joun, Bala, Merioneth, Watchmaker Oct 
llat12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Fieitp, Grorck Arruur, Norwich, Licensed Victualler 
Cet 9 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Fox, Rosgat, Upper Bedford pi, Kussell sq Oct 12 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Cowkeeper 


Gitt, Tuomas Moorsry, Middlesbrough, Boot Maker 
Oct 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court cnmbrs, Albert 1d, 
Middlesbrough 


Jouyson, Grorer Faeprerick Brnninoroy, Albion st, 
g’s Cross, Stud Manager Oct 12 at 12 Bank- 

ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Joyas, Jonx, Wick rd, Homerton, Cowkeeper Oct 12 at 
1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jorpan, Witiiam, Leeds Oct 11 at 11 Off Rec, 24 
Bond st, Leeds 

Maprceseck, Witi14M, Liverpool, Dentist Oct 12 at 11 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Manks, Hagsy Plymptonrd, Brondesbury, Tailor Oct 11 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 

Marruews, Henny, liford, Timber Merchant Oct 14 at 3 
14, fod row 

Morea, Tom, Lozells, Birmingham, Jeweller’s Manag >r 
Oct 11 at 2.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, sir- 


Otver, Jonn Wivx1AMs, Duloe, Cornwall, Farmer Oct 11 
at 12 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Purwaix, Witi1aM Jouy, sen, Sumatra rd, West Hamp- 
stead, Builder Oct, 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


st 
Suiru, Wisem, Dunston on Tyne, Durham, Grocer Oct 
32 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 











LIFE 


INTERESTS 





REVERSIONS 





(Absolute or Contingent) 


PURCHASED. 
Good prices given for approved Securities. 


LOANS GRANTED 





Upon Security ot Life Interests, Reversions, &c. 


MORTGAGES 





Proposal Forms 


application. 





Upon first-class business or residential property considered. 





BUSINESS CARRIED THROUGH WITHOUT DELAY. 


STAR LIFE ASSURANCE 


on SOCIETY, 
82, Moorgate Street, E,.C. 
J. DOUGLAS WATSON, F.1.A., Manager and Actuary. 





Assets: 
£6,500,000 




















Grorcr, Newton, Hyde, Chester, Coal Dealer 
oe. 9 at 11 Off Rec, Bryom st, Manchester 

Taytor, Anprew, Bradford, Plasterer Oct 11 at1l Off 
Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford — 

Trompson, Joun ALEXAND£R, Middlesbrough, Greengrocer 
Oct 12 at 11.45 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

T tox, Tomas Percy, Stockburn, Durham, Black- 

"Oamith’ Oct 14ut12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough , 

Trayt, Soren Samugt Marriyx, Brixham, Devon, 
Blacksmith Oct 12 at 3 Bolton Hotel, Brixham 
Warrorv, Joux Henay, Homer st, Edgware rd, Fish 
Restaurant Keeper Oct 11 at 12 Bankruptcy bldge, 

Carey st 

Wahaom Joun Wituoversy, Cheltenham, Coachman 
Oct 9 at 330 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Warkins, Antaur Nevitte, Alton, Southampton, Builder 
Oct 11 at 10 Messrs Godwin & Co, 8t Thomas st 
Winchester 

Wartmovuas, Sous So ~~ Blackpool Oct 9 at IL 
Off Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Warts, Joun Witiam, Leicester, Rate Collector Oct 11 
at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Laicester 

Wuirenovuse, Sternen Gaeaincer, Yo me, Car- 
penter Oct 9 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, North- 
ampton 

Woop, Jous Daxret, Middlesbrough, Ship's Plater Oct 12 
at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


A son, James Weepon Woopuaas, Lee on the Solent, 
oe “Doster Portsmouth Pet Aug 23 Ord 

Sept 27 

ou Harotp Cuartrs, Great Grimsby, Pianofort 
Tuner GreatGrimsby Pet Sept 27 Ord 27 

Boots, ArtTuur, Kingston upon Hull, Coal Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept 10 Ord 27 A 

Canr, Wittiam, jun, Castlegate, Thirsk, Yorks, Wine 
Merchant Northallerton Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 13 

7? ry av oo am Photographer 
High Court Pe ri ay 

Doverss, Janet, Morley, Sher Manufacturer 
Dews Pet Sept 27 

EaGues, Whee Jans, Newtown, Montgomery, Carrier 
Newtown Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Epwakps, Artuur Lucas, Pestegee, Mon, Cycle Agent 
Newport, Mon Pet Sept 27 Ord 27 

EnGianp, Martin yg eee Ay eae Moulder 

t it, 

Merthyr et Sep’ Sep ae 


Fe.uncuam, Tuomas Muipmore, Hastings, 
Hasti Pet t28 Ord Sept 28 

Foster, tne ys peteae, Luton, Baker Luton Pet 

28 

Genpre, Amer, Lincoln's inn fields, Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet July 7 Ord Sept 27 , : 

GoswkLL, Soeune, Set Ty Berks, Builder Reading 
Pet Sept Pp 

Hitt, Joszrn Ricuarp, Wollaston, Worcester, Engineer 
Stourbridge Pet Aug19 Ord se 29 

Howarp, Wini1am Watters, Dover, Upholsterer Canter- 
bury Ord Sept 28 


Pet Sept 28 
Howson, Grora a i upon Hull, Fish Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 


Jounson, GeorGk FREDERICK BENNINGTON, Albion st, 


ing’ Cross, Stud Manager High Court’ Pet Sept 29 

Ord 

J Wittiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept27 Ord 27 

Kexxuy, Teppy, Sheffield, Hairdresser Sheffield Pet Sept 
24 Ord Sept 29 


Loines, Freperick, Stretford, Lancs, Builder Salford 


Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 28 





MarsHatt, Joux, Wakefield, Coal Miner Wakefield Pet 
Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 


Marks, Harry, Plympton rd, Brondesbury, Tailor High 
Court Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 g 

Miis, Jamxs, a Bay, Contractor Canterbury Pet 

Munpay, Jonny Gatase Iurre, Orlingbury, Northampton, 


r Northampton Pet Sept 29 tg hy 
Oszorne, Sipvey, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet Sept 29 
Ord Sept 29 


Secceu Wma Joun, sen, Sumatra rd, West Hamp- 
stead, Builder High Court’ Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept ¥8 

Rawsoy, James Atraep, Widnes, Carrier Liverpool Pet 
Sept 27 Ord Be; 


27 

Rowntree, Joun, Brampton, Cumberland, Draper Carlisle 
Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 . v 

Spann, Ricwarp, Sandy Brow, Little Budworth, Cheshire, 
Farmer Crewe Pet Sept 29 Ord Sept 29 

Srracuey, Jouy Womswe.u, Harpenden, Herts St Albans 
Pet Sept 24 Ord sept 29 

cm, a re a, Boat Steward Can- 
terbury Pet Sept 

Taytor, Anpsew, Bradford, Ttese Bradford Pet 
Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 

TuoryTon, Tuomas Percy, Stockburn, Co Durham, Black- 
smith Northallerton Pet Sent 27 Ord Sept 27 

Tozer, Water James, Glcucester, Licensed Victualler 
Gloucester Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 . 

Tun, Henry, and Wituiam Henry Tune, Wisbech, Cam- 
bridge, Fruit Merchants King’s Lynn Pet Sept 25 
Ord Sept 25 


Vince, Cuartes Epwarp, *s Lynn, Norfolk, Draper 
King’s Lyon Pet sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Warrorp, Joan aah 6 Gees Pee Gone a0 yl 
ant Keeper ourt 

Waker, AuLFrep Josian, Worksop, Notts, Baker Sheffield 
Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 _ ‘ 

Wess, Water Victor, Reading, Baker Reading Pet 
Sept 27 Ord 27 

West, Joszrn Haroxp, yy] Devon, Baker Ply- 


mouth Pet 27 27 
Witter, Jutivs, High Court Pet July 30 
Ord Sept 25 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Towrtt, Tuomas, Welton, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, 
Cattle Dealer Wells Adjud Feb 22, 1892 Annul 
Aug 10, 199 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atstox, Jonn Nuxn, Waterside, King’s Langley, Herts 
Publican St Albans Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Bisuor, Roserrt Guinan, Rotherham, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Sheffield Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 30 

Buaxe, Witwiam, Folkestone, Bootmaker Cunterbury 
Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 


Botton, Fang, & Co, Leadenhall st, General Merchants 
igh Court 30 


Pet July 26 Ord 
Bowcoox, Joux Brown, Pi Lincs, Carpenter 


Pinch » Li 

Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 

Castie, Wittiam, W » Grocer Oxford Pet Oct1 
Ord Oct 1 

Dext, Sipxzy Berner, Stoke Gifford, Glos, Coach Builder 
Bristol Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

F. Gustav Lzon, Ramagate, General Merchant Can- 

“Yrerbury Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct'2 

Haztizy, THomas Arnoup, Beeston Hill, Leeds, Joiner 

Leeds Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 


Heavine, Epwarp Snituiwe, Chatteris, Cambridge, Far 
mer ” Pete borough Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 1 
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Hiaaiss, ae —_ Coldfield, Coal Merchant Bir- 
mingham Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct’! 

Hoprrva, —~ hati WaAtsInouam, aa Devon, 
Grocer Exeter Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 

Hupsons, Messrs, Savage gdns, Tower a _ Mer- 
chants High Court Pet Augi7 Ord Oct 

Jenkins, Davip, Cowbridge, Glam, cana: Victualler 
Cardiff Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 

Jonxstoxz, Wituam Horr, Lianelly, Carmarthen, 
Chemist Carmarthen Pet "Bept 28 Ord Sept 28 

Livesey, Wiitiam Fray, Wigan, Licensed Victualler 
Wigan Pet Sept16 Ord Oct 1 

McDowatt, J L, Edith rd, West Rensiogicn, Financial 
Agent High Court Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept29 

Mircuett, J Sprxcer, Carlton monte, Regent st High 
Court Pet June 19 Ord Sept 29 

Sayens, Putuir, Long acre, Agent High Court Pet Sept 
4 Ord Sept 30 


Secxer, Jonn t= Middleton, Lancs Oldham Pet 
Sept 17 Ord Sept 29 


Suurrietp, Harry Artuve, a. Insurance Agent 
Leicester Pet Octl Ord O 


Tarot, Rosert Rarpatt, saeatiiia Dorset, Drap-r 
Dorchester Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 1 

Wane, Owen, South Shields Newcastle on Tyne Pet Oct 
2 Ord Oct 2 


Waker, Epwis, Bradford, Fried Fish Dealer Bradford 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 
Watsn, Jouxn Tomas, Euston rd, —— Victualler 
High Court Pet Aug13 Ord Oct 2 
Wixrretp, Freperick, Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambridge, 
Warehouseman King’sLynn Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 


Wirnerivecr, Pattie Hexry, Ermington, Laerems Wheel- 

wright Plymouth Pet Oct 2 Ord O 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Arcuer, Harotp Cxarzes, Gt Grimsby, Pianoforte Tuner 
Oct 13 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs Gt Grimsby 

Ayres, Henry, Bewdley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler 
Oct 13 at 12.30 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 

Botroy, Fans & Co, Leadenhall st, General Merchants 
Oct 14at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Boorn, Aretruur, Kingston upon Hull, Coal Merchant Oct 
= - 11 Off Rec, York City, Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, | 


Crrprm, Witt1aM, Mose Side, Manchester Oct 13 at 3.30 
0 , Byrom st, Manchester 

Davis, James, Gt Stukeley, Hants, Wheelwright Oct 15 
at 11.40 Law Courts, Peterborough 

Sownsesr, 3 aeneee, Doncaster, C: accor Builder Oct 14 
at 12 Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield 

Dova as, aoe Morley, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer 
Oct 13 at 11 Off Rec, Bank ’ chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

Eagurs, Mary Janz, Newtown, Montgomery, Carrier Oct 
26at 10.30 1, High st, Newtown 

Epwarps, Artavr Lecas, Pontypool, Mon, oe. Agent 
_— 13 at 11 Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 

on 

Exotayxpv. Maetix Lutner, Merthyr Tydfil, Iron Moulder 

Oct 14at12 Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr 


Peviiscuam, Tuomas Mipvore, Hastings, Hairdresser 
Oct 19 at 2.30 County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 

Foster, Farpericx Cuaries, Luton, Baker Oct 14at 11.30 
Off Kec, The Parade, Northampton 

Giipert, Ferpentox Wits, Sheffield, Hardware Mer- 
chant Oct 13 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Goopuax, Samvet, Bristol, Commercial Traveller Oct 13 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Gamsnaw, Joszrn, Liverpool Oct 13 at 11 Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

Harrier, Tuomas Aewxoip, Beeston Hill, Leeds, Joiner 
Oct 13 at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Hoess, Feasx Tuomas, Pawo Grocer Oct 13 at12 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, B: 

Howsox, Gzoroe, sen, nell upon Hall, Fish Mer- 
chante Oct 15at3 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Hull 

Hopsoss, Messrs, Savage gdns, Tower Hill, Wine Mer- 

poe & Oct 15 at 11 fw at Be wee bldgs, Carey st 

Jonsstoxe, Witt1ax Bore, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Chemist 
Oct 13 at 11.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 


Kexsry, Tevpy, ane. | meee Oct 13 at 12,30 





Off Rec, Figtree In, Sh: 
Lergace Jo, Taney Dentist Oct 13 at 2.30 | 
Lorrs. Em en cng oe Se Lancs, Builder Oct 14 at 3 
meter agus Reet, Feud 
meets Oa Bg Bans Sats ee 


Massuatt, Joux, Wakefield, Coal Miner 
Off Bec, 6, Bond ter, Wakeficla een 


Sioeens, J Grasomn, Cutten 15 3 
—— couse, Regent st Oct 13 at 


bidgs, Carey st 
Soueas, Jons Geonox I.irre, Or 
Carpenter Oct 13 at 12 Off Boe The Pere apten, > 





Noar, Hersert, and Davin Livinestone ee 
ord, Lanes, Tailors Octi3at 3 Off 

st, Manchester 

Ossornr, Stpney, Bristol, Grocer Oct 13 at 12.15 Off Ree, 
26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Rawsoy, James Atrrep, Widnes, Carrier Oct 13 at 12 Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Savers, Puittp, Long — Agent Oct 14 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Scorr, Joux, Rotherham, Yorks, Fhotographer Oct 14 at 
11.30 Of Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 

aa Joux Henry, Middleton, Lanes Oct 15 at 11.30 

Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Suzrrietp, Harry Artuur, Leicester, Insurance Agent 

Oct 13 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Srany, Ricuarp, Sandy Brow, — Budworth, Chester, 
Farmer Oct 13 at 12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 
8 


Sumwer, James Atrarp, Folkestone, Boat Steward Oct 14 
at 9.15 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 


Tixxer, Josepn, Birkenhead, Coal Merchant Oct 14 at 11 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Vixcr, Cuartes Epwarp, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Draper 
Oct 13 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


Waker, Atrarp Jos1an, Worksop, Notts, Baker Oct 14 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Watxker, Eowis, Bradford, Fried Fish Dealer Oct 13 at 
11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 


West, Josern Harotp, Hatherleigh, Devon, Baker Oct 
15at11 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 


Waricat, Georce, Garston, Lancs, Cowkeeper Oct 15 at 
11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atstos, Joun Nusy, King’s ys Herts, Publican 
st Albans Pet Sept 30 Ord Se 


Bisnop, Ropert Guia, rb accom +l Licensed Vie- 
tualler Sheffield Pet Sept 13 Ord Oct 2 


Brake, Wititam, Folkestone, Bootmaker Canterbury 
Pet Oct1 O:d Oct 1 


Bowcockx, Joux Brows, Pinchbeck, sm Carpenter 
Peterborough Pet Sept 80 Ord Sept 3 


Caste, WILtiAm, oo Berks, sai Oxford 
Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct 


Detsenpe, Epuonp, cial inn ag 9 Wine Merchant 
High Court Pet July 27 Ord Sept 2: 


Dext, Sipney Bexyett, Stoke yo xo on, Coach 
Builder Bristol Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 


Goopmay, Samvgt, Clifton, a. Cece Traveller 
Bristol Pet Sept 11 Ord O 


Geimenaw, Josern, Liverpool, edi Liverpool Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Oct 2 


~~, + ae Torquay, Solicitor Exeter Pet Aug19 Ord 





Hartiey, Tomas fe. Beeston Hill, Joiner Leeds 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept 30 


Herapine, Epwarp Sux1tuxe, Chatteris, + iad 
Farmer Peterborough Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 


Hicetxs, Harry, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, a Mer- 
chant Birmingham Pet Oct 1’ Ord Oct 1 


Hoprpixe, Freperick WaALsINGHAM, pean, Devon, 
Grocer Exeter Pet Oct1 Ord Oct 


IsGcieTox, Frepertck Berca, Stow a woepet, Mon, 
Grocer Newport,Mon Pet Sept 8 Ord Oct 


Jzxxixs, Davin, Cowbrid oi. Licensed = 
Cardiff Pet Sept 30 Ord Sept en 


Jousstoxe, WiLLtam Hope, Lianelly, TE 
Carmarthen Pet Sept 28 Ord Wept 28 


JoxEs, Joux, Wick rd, Homerton, Cowkeeper h 
Pet t Sept 28 Ord Oct 1 mae 


McDowatt, Jouw Locxuart, Edith rd, West Kensington, 
Financial Agent High Court Pet Sept 2 Ord Oct 2 


Roppysox, Henry, Sheffield, Steel Merchant Sheffield 
Pet Aug7 Ord Oct 2 


Savers, Pururr, Long Acr t i 
gt mg Acre, Agent High Court Pet Sept 
Srecxer, Joux Henry, Middleton Oldha 
ra Pg m Pet Sept 17 
Suerriztp, Harry Arrav iieate, Insurance A 
Leicester Pet Oct 1 Ord Oct “Kg 
Wan, gue! Ey, oe Shields meas on Tyne Pet Oct 
mane oe ae. Fried Fish Dealer Bradf. 
Pet Sept 30 Ord sept 30 _ 
— Ricuarp, Lancaster Preston Pet Sept15 Ord 
2 


Wisristp, Frepericx, Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambrid 
Warehouseman King’s Pet Sept 30 Ord 


Wirnenrincr, Paruir Hexry, Ermington, Dev: Wheel- 
wright Plymouth Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 on 


Waicut, Groner, Garston, Lanes, Cowkeeper iverpoo! 
Pet Sept 9 Ord Oct 2 - , 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Ravesnitt, Horatio Tuomas, Bast Molesey, Surrey, 
Kingston, Surrey Adjud Mar? Annul 


ndryman 
Aug 6 











WHAT 


Celebrities Say 


about 


SANATOGEN 


Ten thousand doctors have written 
in praise of Sanatogen 
irty thousand doctors through- 
out the world are known to prescribe it. 
Hundreds of thousands of people 
have been restored from conditions 
of grave illness to complete health 
by its use. Among them are many 
well-known men and women who 
have voluntarily testified to the debt 
they owe Sanatogen in restoring 


their health. 


A selection from their letters is 


published below. 


The Right Rev. 
the Bishop of 
Norwich 


“Mrs. Sheepshanks is 
taking Sanatogen regular! 
and deriving great ome 
from it.” 


Mr. Marshall 
Hall, K.C. 
“T think it only right to say 
jo I have tried Sanatogen, 


nd I believe it to be a most 
prod Be f 


Sir Gilbert 
Parker, M.P. 


“TI have used Sanatogen 
with extraordinary benefit. 
It is to my mind a true ford 
tonic feeding the nerves, in- 
creasing the energy, 
giving fresh v'gour to the 
overworked body and mind.” 


Madame 
Sarah Grand 


The gifted Authoress : 
“Sanatogen has done every- 


thing fcr me which itis said , 


to be able to do for cases of 
nervous debility and exhaus- 
tion. I began to take it after 
nearly . Ky) ~— 


bility, am felt the 5 
almost immediately.” 


Lord Ronald 
Sutherland 
Gower 


The Sculptor and His- 
torien: T feel it only + 





The Rev. Father 
Bernard 
Vaughan 


“ Sanatogen promises when 
you are run down to pick you 


up. It does so. 
Sir William 
Bull, M.P. 


“I have much pleasure in 
stating that I consider your 
preparation, Sanatogen, is of 
decided value. It performs 
that which it promises to do, 
and | have Sees it 
to several frie 


Mr. Hall. Caine 


«The celebrated Author : 
y experience of Sanat- 
ogen has been that as a 
tonic nerve food it has on 
more then one occasion 
me @ 


Mr. Henry 
Arthur Jones 


, ihe famous Dramatist : 
Sanatogen seems to me a 
very valuable food and nerve 
tonic. I have several times 
taken a course of it when I've 
beea run down, and always 
with excellent results.” 


Mr. Eden — 
Phillpotts 
The well-known Writer : 
“Sanatogen appears to be of 


real value tothe brain worker, 
a_useful food and tonic com- 


to the ms. conferred on bined 


my general health by Sanat- 
ogen to write and inform 
those interested in that 
wonderful medicine that in a 
couple of months’ time it has 
cured me of all gouty trouble.” 


Mr. Max 
Pemberton 


The Author: “I have ad 


been taking Sanatogen since 
the beginning of the year, 
and would not be without it 

any circumstances 
whatever.” 


Mr. W. Rhodes 


The famous Cricketer: “ 
have found Sanatogen a 
splendid tonic” 


i I can give it high 
praise from personal exper- 
lence, 


Maxwell Gray 


The Writer : “I have found 
Sanatogen helpful in digestive 
troubles and nervous weak- 
ness. I have taken it from 
time to time under medical 
vice. 


Dr. C. W. Saleeby 


The well-known Medical 

uthor: “Sanatogen is a 
specially adapted food that 
has solved the problem of 
giving phosphorus in such a 
way that the ae system 
can take hold of 


Sanatogen can be obtained from Sy 
chemists, in tins, from 1s. 9d. to 9s 
A beautifully illustrated peasphlet 


containing much 


valuable informa- 


tion will be sent, post free, to 
those mentioning this paper, on 
receipt of a postcard addressed to 
The — ty nae 12, Chenies 


Street, Lond 
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